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Proceedings 

of  the  Thirteenth  Annual  Meeting  of  the 
American  Conference  of  Pharmaceutical  Faculties 


Denver,  Colorado,  August  20  and  22,   1912. 


Aug.  20,  1912. 


The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  8:30  o'clock  p.  m.  in  the  ball 
room  of  the  Brown  Palace  Hotel,  Denver,  Colorado,  Mr.  A.  H.  Clark, 
Vice-President,    presiding. 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  meeting  will  please  come  to  or- 
der. The  first  thing  in  the  order  of  business  is  roll  call.  The  Secretary 
will  call  the  names  of  the  institutions.  The  representatives  of  the  insti- 
tutions will  answer  and  give  the  names  of  the  delegates  present  in  Denver. 
Credentials  have  been  presented  from  26  members  of  the  Conference. 

The  roll  call  showed  the  following  present: 

Albany  College  of  Pharmacy,  Department  of  Union  Uni- 
versity, Albany,  N.  Y. 
T.  J.  Bradley. 

Baylor  University  School  of  Pharmacy,  Dallas,  Texas. 
E.    G.    Eberle. 

Brooklyn  College  of  Pharmacy,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 
W.   C.   Anderson. 

California  College  of  Pharmacy,  San  Francisco,  Cal. 
Albert  Schneider. 

College  of  Pharmacy  of  the  City  of  New  York,  Department 
OF  Columbia  University,  New  York,  N.  Y. 
H.  H.  Rusby. 
H.  V.  Arny. 


College  of  Pharmacy  of  the  University  of  Minnesota,  Min- 
neapolis, Minn. 
G.  Bachman. 

Department  of  Pharmacy,  University  of  Maryland  (Mary- 
land College  of  Pharmacy),  Baltimore,  Maryland. 
Chas.  Caspari,  Jr. 

George  Washington  University,  National  College  of  Phar- 
macy, Washington,  D.  C. 
W.   S.  Richardson. 

Massachusetts   College   of    Pharmacy,    Boston,    Massachu- 
setts. 

E.  H.   LaPiere. 
T.  J.  Bradley. 

Medico-Chirurgical    College,     Department  .of    Pharmacy, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania. 

Charles  E.  Vanderkleed. 

New  Orleans  College  of  Pharmacy,  New  Orleans,  La. 

F.  C.  Godbold. 
Philip  Asher. 

Northwestern   University,   School  of   Pharmacy,   Chicago, 
/llinois. 
C.  W.  Patterson. 

Ohio  State   University,   College   of   Pharmacy,   Columbus, 
Ohio. 

C.  A.  Dye. 
Philadelphia  College  of  Pharmacy,  Philadelphia.  Pa. 

E.  F.  Cook. 

J.  P.  Remington. 

F.  P.  Stroup. 

Pittsburgh  College  of  Pharmacy,  Department  of  University 
OF  Pittsburgh,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
J.  H.  Beal. 
J.  C.  Wallace. 
J.  O.  Koch. 

Purdue  University,  School  of  Pharmacy,  Lafayette,  Ind. 

C.  B.  Jordan. 
St.  Louis  College  of  Pharmacy,  St.  Louis,  Bo. 

C.   E.  Caspari. 
H.  M.  Whelpley. 


State  University  of  Iowa,  College  of  Pharmacy,  Iowa  City, 
Iowa. 
Zada    M.    Cooper. 
W.  J.  Teeters. 
R.  A.  Kuever. 

University  of  Illinois,  School  of  Pharmacy,  Chicago,  III. 
W.  B.  Day. 
A.  H.  Clark. 
C.  F.  Snow. 

University  of  Kansas,  School  of  Pharmacy,  Lawrence,  Kan- 
sas. 

L.  D:  Havenhill. 
L.   E.   Sayre. 

University  of  Michigan,  School  of  Pharmacy,  Ann  Arbor, 
Mich. 

L.  A.  Seltzer. 

University  of  Washington,  College  of  Pharmacy,  Seattle, 

Wash. 

C.  W.  Johnson. 


Report  of  the  Vice-President 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  next  thing  on  our  program  is  the 
reading  of  the  Vice-President's  address.  It  was  with  mingled  feeHngs  of 
deep  regret  and  alarm  that  I  read  a  letter  some  six  weeks  ago  received 
from  Prof.  Schlotterbeck,  in  which  he  stated  that  he  would  not  be  present 
at  this  meeting,  and  that  I  would  have  to  preside  in  his  place.  The 
regret,  of  course,  was  occasioned  by  the  fact  that  he  would  not  be  present, 
and  that  we  would  all  miss  him.  I  am  sure  that  all  of  you  gentlemen  share 
in  that  feeling  of  regret  at  his  absence.  The  alarm  was  occasioned  by  the 
fact  that  I  would  have  to  take  such  a  prominent  part  in  your  deliberations 
here. 

Matters  pertaining  to  the  conference  have  perhaps  been  farther  from 
my  mind  for  the  last  few  months  than  almost  anything  else  for  several 
reasons.  First  of  all,  I  was  elected  Vice-President  of  the  Conference  at 
the  Boston  meeting,  and  somebody  or  everybody  neglected  to  notify  me 
of  that  fact,  and  I  rested  in  blissful  ignorance  of  it  until  I  received  the 
proceedings  some  time  last  spring,  and  so  I  escaped  a  great  many  things, 
a  great  many  horrible  thoughts  as  to  what  was  coming  to  me  during  those 
few  months.  About  the  time  that  I  discovered  I  was  Vice-President,  I 
decided  to  come  out  to  Colorado,  and  I  have  been  here  in  the  mountains 
ever  since.  The  things  that  have  bothered  me  the  most  in  the  mountains 
are  the  failure  of  the  mountain  trout  to  bite  well,  and  the  continued  rains 
that  we  have  had. 

I  have  been  so  far  from  Chicago,  so  far  from  anything  in  touch  with 
the  Conference  that  I  could  not  even  look  over  the  proceedings  for  the  last 
few  years  and  abstract  the  addresses  of  the  other  chairmen  (laughter), 
and  so  I  think  I  will  spare  you  the  agony  of  listening  to  a  Vice-President's 
address.  I  am  sure  that  we  have  a  great  many  things  of  importance  before 
us,  and  many  things  that  would  be  of  more  interest  or  more  importance  to 
the  conference  than  anything  that  I  could  possibly  say. 

So  we  will  just  pass  over  this  number,  the  Vice-President's  address, 
and  proceed  to  the  next  item  on  the  program,  which  is  the  report  of  the 
Secretary  and  Treasurer. 

Secretary-Treasurer  Johnson  presented  the  following  report: 

Report  of  the  Secretary 

To  the  President  and  members  of  the  American  Conference  of  Pharma- 
ceutical Faculties: 

The  printed  proceedings  of  1911  contains  a  report  of  the  last  annual 
meeting  so  far  as  the  secretary  was  able  to  publish  it.  A  stenographer 
was  depended  upon  to  secure  the  minutes  of  the  meeting  but  the  person 
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employed  failed  to  furnish  the  Secretary  with  a  report  that  could  be  used 
in  any  way.  The  minutes  as  published  were  written  up  from  a  few  brief 
notes  taken  by  Professor  Koch,  Professor  Mansfield  and  the  Secretary. 

Report  of  the  Treasurer 

The  Treasurer  begs  leave  to  submit  the  following  report  for  the  term 
ending  August  20th,    1912. 

RECEIPTS 

Cash  on  hand  from  last  annual  report   $576.55 

Dues   from  thirty-two   colleges    320.00 

Total    receipts    $896.55 

EXPENDITURES 

As   per  vouchers 

No.   1 — Conference   share   of  expense   of   Syllabus  Committee $   25.00 

No.   2 — Envelopes  and  printing  of  envelopes  for  1911  Proceedings....        3.75 

No.   3 — Printing    and    binding    400    copies    of    1911    Proceedings     (125 

cloth,   plus  275   paper)    85.00 

No.  4 — Sundry  expenses  of  chairman  of  Executive  Committee 
(freight,  express,  folders,  stamps,  typewriting,  sectional 
bookcase)     26.75 

No.  5 — Expense  of  Secretary  (postage  of  1911  Proceedings  and  gen- 
eral correspondence,  typewriting  Proceedings  and  ad- 
dressing  envelopes   for   Proceedings)    16. "iS 

No.   6 — Sundry  expenses,   J.   A.   Koch    (stamps,   printing,    typewriting)        5.20 

Total    expenditures     $162.07 

Balance    $734.48 

Vice-President  Clark:  You  have  heard  the  report  of  the 
Secretary-Treasurer.  I  believe  it  is  customary  to  appoint  an  auditing 
committee  to  go  over  this  report.  If  there  is  no  objection  I  will  do  this. 
I  will  name  W.  B.  Day,  H.  V.  Arny,  and  W.  J.  Teeters  on  this  auditing 
committee  to  examine  the  report  of  the  Secretary-Treasurer. 

The  next  thing  in  the  regular  order  of  business  is  the  appointment 
of  a  nominating  committee,  to  nominate  officers  for  the  ensuing  year.  I  will 
appoint  on  this  committee  Dr.  Whelpley,  Prof.  Eberle  and  Prof.  Rusby. 
This  committee  to  report  later  at  this  session. 

The  next  thing  in  the  regular  order  is  the  report  of  standing  com- 
mittees. First  of  these,  we  will  have  the  report  of  the  Executive  Com- 
mittee. 

Report  of  the  Executive  Committee 

Chairman   Koch   presented   the   report   of   the   Executive   Committee, 
which  is  as  follows: 
To  the  American  Conference  of  Pharmaceutical  Faculties,  Gentlemen: 

As  provided  by  the  By-Laws  the  Executive  Committee  submitted  to 
the  members  of  the  Conference  under  date  of  July  15th  the  following 
program. 


9. 
10. 


11. 


First  Session,  Tuesday,  August  20th  at  8  P.  M. 

Roll    Call. 

Vice-President's  Address. 

Report   of   Secretary. 

Report  of  Treasurer. 

Report   of    Standing    Committees- 
Report  of  Executive   Committee. 

Report    of    National    Syllabus    Committee    bv    Dr.    H.    H.    Rusby. 
Report  of   the   Committee   on   Requirements   for   Entrance    to    and 
Graduation    from    Colleges    of    Pharmacy,    Prof.    L.    E.    Sayre, 
Chairman. 

Report  of  Special  Committees. 

Unfinished   Business. 

Miscellaneous    Business. 

Election   of    Officers   and   Executive  Committee. 

New  Business. 

Communications    to    be    presented. 

Adjournment. 

Second  Session  Thursday,  August  22nd  at  \0  A.  M. 
Executive  Session, 

Third  Session  Thursday,  August  22nd  at  S  P.  M. 

Joint  Session  with  the  National  Association  of  Boards  of  Pharmacy 
and  the  Section  on  Education  and  Legislation  of  the  American  Pharma- 
ceutical Association. 

The  committee  has  received  a  number  of  applications  for  membership 
in  the  Conference  during  the  year  which  will  be  reported  upon  at  the 
executive  session. 

The  following  communications  were  received  by  the  chairman  and 
are  recommended  to  the  Conference  for  consideration. 

The  New  York  State  and  Boston  Proposition  with  Respect  to 
Degrees  by  Dr.  J.  T.  Gill. 

Degrees  in  Pharmacy  by  Professor  F.  J.  Wulling. 

Resolutions  by  Dr.  Rusby. 

Pharmaceutical  Education  on  the  Pacific  Coast  by  Dr.  Schneider. 

The  Pharmacy  Syllabus  by  Professor  C.  B.  Lowe. 

The  Executive  Committee,  feeling  the  necessity  for  some  action  on 
the  part  of  the  Conference  looking  to  the  enforcement  of  its  requirements 
by  its  members  early  in  the  year  requested  President  Schlotterbeck  to 
appoint  a  committee  on  Control  of  and  Enforcement  of  Requirements  for 
Entrance  to  and  Graduation  from  Colleges  of  Pharmacy  holding  member- 
ship in  the  Conference. 

This  committee  was  appointed  with  Prof.  L.  E.  Sayre  as  chairman. 
A  communication  has  been  received  from  President  Schlotterbeck  in 
explanation  of  certain  statements  made  in  his  presidential  address  at  Boston. 
The  committee  has  requested  Prof.  Sayre  to  read  this  communication 
before  presenting  the  report  of  his  committee  as  it  bears  directly  upon  this 
matter. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

J.  O,  Koch,  Chairman  Executive  Committee. 
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Vice-President  Clark:  You  have  heard  the  report  of  the 
Ejiecutive  Committee.  Are  there  any  remarks  on  the  subject  matter  con- 
tained therein? 

Mr.  Remington  :  I  move  that  the  report  be  received  and  approved 
as  read. 

This  motion  was  seconded  and  carried  unanimously. 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  next  item  on  the  program  is  the 
report  of  the  National  Syllabus  Committee,  Dr.  Rusby. 

Mr.  Rusby:  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  permission  to  let  that  go 
over  until  tomorrow.  I  did  not  understand  that  I  was  to  present  that  report 
to  this  body.  I  thought  I  was  to  present  the  report  to  the  Section  on 
Education  and  Legislation,  and  I  prepared  to  do  that  tomorrow,  so  I  am 
not  ready,  but  I  will  present  it  at  the  next  session. 

Mr.  Koch:     We  have  only  one  session. 

Vice-President  Clark:     The  other  is  an  executive  session. 

Mr.  /^USBY:  Well,  then,  I  will  go  over  to  my  room  and  get  it  and 
present  it  later  this  evening.  Might  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  offer  a 
resolution  at  this  time?  Of  course,  if  there  is  any  objection  I  will  not  do 
so.     It  will  only  take  a  moment. 

I  want  to  move  that  a  committee  of  five  be  appointed  by  the  chair 
to  consider  a  plan  for  the  Standardization  of  Entrance  and  Course  Require- 
ments for  all  pharmaceutical  degrees  other  than  that  of  graduate  of  phar- 
macy. 

Vice-President  Clark:  I  think  that  could  well  come  up  a  little 
later,  under  new  business.     Will  you  present  it  again? 

Mr.  Rusby  :  It  might  be  necessary  for  that  committee  to  get  to 
work  at  once. 

Vice-President  Clark:  We  will  let  that  go  over  and  consider 
it  under  new  business. 

While  we  are  waiting  for  Mr.  Rusby's  report,  we  will  take  up  the 
report  of  special  committees.  Report  of  the  Committee  on  Requirements 
for  Entrance  and  Graduation  from  Colleges  of  Pharmacy.  Prof.  L.  E. 
Sayre  is  chairman  of  this  committee. 

Mr.  Sayre :  Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the  Conference,  in 
accordance  with  the  chairman's  suggestion,  the  chairman  of  the  Executive 
Committee,  and  also  at  the  request  of  Dr.  Schlotterbeck,  I  shall  take  the 
liberty,  with  your  permission,  of  reading  this  communication  from  President 
Schlotterbeck,  preliminary  to  reading  the  report  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Sayre  read  the  communication  referred  to,  which  is  as  follows: 

To  the  American  Conference  of  Pharmaceutical  Facultie.s: 

In  my  address  last  year,  I  stated  that  I  knew  of  several  colleges  of 
pharmacy,  which  I  believed  were  fully  eligible  to  membership  in  this  body, 
who  did  not  care  to  join  us  for  the  reason  that  some  of  our  members  were 
not  living'  up  to  the  requirements  upon  which  thoy  were  admitted.  I  also 
stated  that  before  we  could  expect  to  enroll  as  members  the  best  of  the 
schools  out  of  the  Conference  we  must  take  an  inventory,  see  that  our 
house  is  in  order,  and  attractive  to  those  whom  we  would  invite  to  join  us. 
As   a  first   step    toward   such   a    house    cleaning,    I    offered    for   discussion    a 
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resolution  very  similar  to  the  one  enforced  by  the  Association  of  American 
Medical  Colleges.  From  the  reports  which  slowly  percolated  to  me  it  ap- 
peared that  the  real  intent  and  purpose  of  my  remarks  were  misconstrued. 
There  was  clearly  a  misunderstanding,  and  I  regret  that  I  was  not  present 
to  correct  any  false  impressions.  I  regret  still  more  that  I  cannot  be  here 
today  to  express  and  emphasize  my  position  on  this  important  matter. 

This  t)Ody  has  been  frequently  charged  with  laxity  in  admitting  mem- 
bers, and  1  charge  that  it  has  been  even  more  lax  in  not  making  a  system- 
atic examination  into  their  status  after  their  admission.  What  would  the 
Conference  have  done  in  the  case  of  the  New  Orleans  College  of  Pharmacy, 
If  its  officers  had  not  voluntarily  come  forward  and  made  a  frank  and  hon- 
orable confession  of  their  inability  to  meet  our  present  requirements?  Ab- 
solutely nothing,  and  herein  lies  our  weakness. 

I  wish  to  repeat  and  emphasize  what  I  intended  to  say  last  year,  viz., 
that  I  know  of  several  colleges  of  pharmacy  which  I  believe  are  fully  eligi- 
ble to  membership,  but  who  have  no  desire  to  join  us  because  they  feel 
it  would  be  no  advantage  or  honor  to  be  associated  with  colleges  having 
no   right  to  membership   under   the   terms   of  our   constitution   and   by-law^s. 

The  only  evidence  which  I  possess  concerning  unworlliy  schools  is  hear- 
say from  others,  but  when  such  rumors  are  repeatedly  circulated  we  cannot 
turn  a  deaf  ear  to  them.  That  there  must  have  been  foundation  for  the 
conditions  which  I  have  outlined,  I  beg  to  refer  you  to  page  thirteen  of 
the  Twenty-third  Annual  Report  of  the  State  Pharmaceutical  Examining 
Board  of  Pennsylvania  for  tlie  year  1911,  which  I  received  several  months 
after  the  last  meeting  of  the  Conference,  and  which  was  probably  received 
bv  all  of  you.  It  says  as  follows:  "The  teachers  of  the  leading  colleges 
of  pharmacy  in  the  United  States  formed  an  organization  under  the  name. 
The  American  Conference  of  Pharmaceutical  Faculties.'  This  body  *  *  *  * 
fixed  upon  a  minimum  standard  for  a  proper  equipment  and  course  of  in- 
struction to  be  observed  by  the  colleges  represented  in  the  Conference,  and 
any  others  that  might  be  admitted  to  membership  in  the  future. 

"This  standard  bing  adopted  by  the  best  pharmacy  schools  in  the  coun- 
try as  a  proper  one  to  be  maintained  by  reputable  colleges,  appeared  to  the 
Board  as  reasonable  and  capable  of  being  met  by  any  good  school  teaching 
pharmacy.  Therefore,  the  colleges  holding  membership  in  the  American 
Conference  of  Pharmaceutical  Faculties  were  at  once  approved  as  reputable 
and  properly  chartered,  and  their  graduates  regarded  as  fully  qualified  to 
apply  for  registration.   ***** 

"This  seemed,  at  least  for  a  while,  the  best  that  we  could  do  in  respect 
to  the  recognition  of  colleges.  But  experience  gained  by  examining  appli- 
cants graduated  by  several  of  these  institutions  soon  convinced  us  that 
numbers  of  them  were  not  qualified  as  they  should  be  to  engage  in  the 
business  of  conducting  and  carrying  on  drug  stores.   *   *   *   * 

"It  then  became  necessary  to  investigate  the  methods  of  the  colleges, 
ourselves,  and  try  to  determine  the  true  cause  for  so  much  deficiency  in  our 
applicants.  It  ^vas  first  discovered  that  the  iirellmlnary  ediieatioiial  reqiilre- 
mentH  for  adnilKNion  to  colleKeii  ^vere  not  beine  enforced  in  tuonie  of  the 
MchoolH,  while  in  others  a  student  was  permitted  to  miss  twenty-five  per 
cent   of   the   instruction   and   still    be   a    candidate  for   graduation.    *    »    •    *    ♦ 

"And  it  was  further  found  that  the  course  of  instruction  determined 
upon  by  the  colleges  themselves,  as  proper  for  the  education  of  a  pharma- 
cist, were  not  being  given  in  quite  a  number  of  the  institutions  recognized 
by   the  Board." 

There  is  considerably  more  to  the  report  bearing  upon  this  subject, 
but  I  have  read  enough  to  demonstrate  that  all  is  not  well  in  the  Confer- 
ence. 

If  this  body  is  as  anxious  now  as  it  was  last  year  to  know  which  of 
its  members  are  unworthy  (to  use  the  word  that  was  frequently  mentioned 
in  the  discussion  last  year),  it  may  possibly  secure  the  information  by  ap-: 
plying  to  the  Pennsylvania  Board  of  Pharmacy,  but  if  the  request  is  made, 
I  sincerely  hope  the  Board  will  refuse  to  grant  it.  The  work  of  this  Con- 
ference should  be  constructive  and  not  destructive.  More  harm  than  good 
would  arise  from  a  procedure  such  as  was  favored  last  year  during  the 
heat  of  discussion.  The  American  Medical  Association  manages  to  keep  its 
members  in  good  standing,  and  we  should  endeavor  to  do  likewise.  We  may 
ultimately  be  compelled  to  expel  members,  but  we  should  not  take  such  a 
measure  until  the  Conference  fails  in  an  organized  endeavor  to  persuade 
offending   members   to   abide    by    its    rules.     Respectfully, 

J.   O.    SCHLOTTERBBCK. 

Mr.  SayRE:     Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  beg  leave  to  submit  a  report 
of  the  committee,  which  was  was  adopted.     I  may  say  that  I  received  this 
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appointment  about  two  months  ago,  and  much  against  my  wishes,  but  I 
finally  consented  to  take  this  work  up  in  connection  with  my  associate. 
Prof.  L.  B.  Havenhill,  who  unfortunately  has  been  away  in  the  mountains 
during  the  summer,  and,  therefore,  I  have  had  to  take  the  responsibility  as 
chairman,  hoping  that  he  would  accede  to  the  report  as  written.  I  feel 
confident  that  he  will,  because  of  some  correspondence  that  I  have  received, 
and  also  from  communication  with  him  during  the  sessions  here. 

The  report  is  as  follows: 

Repoi-t  of  Committee  on  Enforcement  of  Requirements  for  Entrance  to 
and  Graduation  from  Schools  and  Colleges  of  Pharmacy. 
Members   of   the   Conference   of   Pharmaceutical    Faculties: 

The  movement,  instituted  some  thirty  years  agro,  to  control  the  stand- 
ard in  pharmaceutical  education,  culminated  some  eight  years  ago  in  a 
definite  progressive  step,  when  there  was  placed  on  the  statute  books  of 
the  leading  state  of  the  country  a  law  to  the  effect  that  every  individual 
who  desires  to  practice  pharmacy  must  not  only  pass  a  State  Board  of 
Pharmacy,  but  must  also  be  a  graduate  of  a  reputable  School  or  College  of 
Pharmacy. 

It  has  been  the  continued  endeavor  of  this  conference  to  define,  or 
.standardize,  so  to  speak,  "reputable  schools  and  colleges  of  pharmacy." 
It  has  defined  them  as  those  teaching  institutions  of  pharmacy  whose 
entrance,  curriculum  and  graduation  standards  are  at  least  equal  to  those 
specifically   adopted    by    this   Conference. 

It  was  the  special  ambition  of  the  organization  to  perfect  this  idea 
we  have  referred  to  as  reputable.  ,  Enough  has  been  accomplished  to 
pacify  some  of  the  members  who  believe  that  a  too  rigid  standard  would 
be  detrimental,  but  not  enough  has  been  done  to  satisfy  those  progressives 
who  desire  to  equalize   the   requirements   for   pharmaceutical   titles. 

The  feeling  of  the  latter  class  was  well  expressed  in  the  address  of 
our  worthy  President.  J.  O.  Schlotterbeck,  when  he  said:  The  progressive 
step  in  our  history  will  amount  to  nothing  but  a  farce  or  hollow  mockery, 
if  we  do  not  take  steps  to  enforce  the  requirements  w^e  claim  to  make  as 
a  body.  Statements  of  requirements  often  contain  a  loophole  for  its 
evasion  in  three  words:  "or  its  equivalent."  Therefore  we  must  be  abso- 
lutely definite  in  our  purpose  in  maintaing  a  standard  curriculum  and 
standard  entrance  requirement.  Tt  must  be  our  purpose  to  prevent 
evasions  through  such  loopholes.  Therefore  your  committee  has  been 
appointed  to  recommend  a  means  of  enforcing  upon  those  who  would 
maintain  a  membership  in  the  conference  such  standards  as  the  Conference 
shall   enact. 

Your  committee  therefore  begs  leave  to  submit  the  following  resolu- 
tion which  is,  in  substance,  the  recommendation  of  President  Schlotter- 
beck.    Be   it 

Resolved,  That  it  be  the  duty  of  each  institution  holding  membership 
in  this  Conference  to  prepare  each  year  before  April  1st,  on  blanks  fur- 
nished by  the  Secretary,  a  complete  list  of  the  students  enrolled  since  the 
last  report,  showing  for  each  case  the  character  and  extent  of  the  cre- 
dentials for  entrance,  the  conditions,  if  any,  entei-ed  against  the  student, 
and  the  standing  accorded  them.  Such  reports  shall  be  certified  to  by  the 
proper  officers  of  the  institution  concerned,  seal  attached,  and  shall  be 
forwarded  to  the  chairman  of  the  Executive  Committee,  wiio  shall  exam- 
ine them  carefully  and  report  to  the  Conference  at  the  next  annual  meet- 
ing any  irregularity,  or  evidence  that  the  spirit  and  letter  of  the  Con- 
ference standards  are  being  violated.  The  failure  of  any  member  to 
comply  with  this  requirement  shall  be  published  in  the  Proceedings  and  if 
the  offending  member  fails  to  meet  this  requirement  after  due  notification 
for  two  consecutive  \ears,  it  shall  be  subject  to  expulsion  from  the  Con- 
ference. Said  member  may  be  reinstated  by  a  two-thirds  vote  of  the 
entire  conference  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  President  and  the 
cliairman    of   the   Executive   Committee. 

It  is  gratifying  to  your  committee  to  note  that  partly  through  the 
influence  of  tliis  conference  measurable  development  in  entrance  require- 
ments to  colleges  and  schools  of  pharmacy  have  been  secured.  Evidence 
of  this  is  apparent  if  one  will  consult  the  obsolete  requirements  left  to 
remain  in  our  By-Laws  still   unrevised.     It  should   be   plain   to  every  mem- 
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it    this    by-law    should    be    substituted    by   one   in    keeping   with    our 
present  status. 

Therefore  your  committee  suggests  the  following  substitute  for  5, 
Section  7,  of  which  should  read  as  follows:  That  evidence  of  the  satis- 
fa<tory  completion  of  education  beyond  the  eighth  grade  equivalent  to 
15  counts  shall  be  required  of  each  student.  A  count  shall  consist  of 
gne  hour  instruction  per  week  for  a  scliool  year  of  36  weeks.  These  15 
counts  to  be  distributed  among  the  following  subjects:  English  at  least 
4  counts  required,  the  remaining  counts  to  be  distributed  among  three  of 
the  following  subjects— algebra,  language  other  than  English,  science, 
general    history,    commercial   geography,    bookkeeplnig. 

(Note  by  Secretary. — Naming  of  subjects  to  apply  as  counts  was 
inserted    by   committee   after   discussion    at    the    meeting.) 

L.     D.     HAVENHILL, 
L.   E.   SAYRE, 

Committee. 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  report  of  this  special  committee 
is  now  before  you  for  consideration.  A  number  of  points  are  brought  up 
which  require  considerable  thought  and  deliberation.  What  shall  we  do 
with  this  report? 

Mr.  Remington:     I  move  it  be  received. 

This  motion  was  duly  seconded. 

Vice-President  Clark:  It  is  moved  and  seconded  that  the  report 
of  this  committee  be  received.     Is  there  any  discussion? 

Mr.  Schneider:  I  have  rot  been  present  at  the  Conference  since 
the  Los  Angeles  meeting.  The  report  of  Prof.  Sayre  opens  up,  it  seems 
to  me,  a  sort  of  a  delicate  question,  to  request,  for  example,  an  institution 
to  write  out  a  sworn  statement  of  the  number  of  students  in  attendance,  the 
entrance  requirements  and  the  course  of  instruction.  I  do  not  see  why  that 
is  necessary,  because  all  that  information  can  be  obtained  from  the  cata- 
logue.    I  would  like  to  have  a  little  light  on  that  particular  part. 

Mr.  Sayre :     You  ask  me  that  question? 

Mr.  Schneider:  I  would  like  someone  to  answer  it.  The  point  I 
have  in  mind  is  simply  this,  the  California  College  of  Pharmacy  issues  a 
catalogue  in  which  there  is  a  very  full  outline  of  the  courses  of  instruction, 
the  instruction  as  it  is  given  during  the  first  year,  second  year  and  third 
year,  the  junior  year,  senior  year  and  graduate  year,  as  we  call  it.  We 
could  not  possibly  give  any  further  information  unless  we  went  into  such 
detail  as  would  be  in  my  estimation  practically  undesirable.  In  the  cata- 
logue you  will  find  the  number  of  students  in  attendance,  number  of  grad- 
uates, and  so  on. 

Vice-President  Clark:  I  think  Dr.  Schneider  has  a  mistaken 
idea  of  it. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  answer  point  blank  if  he 
thinks  colleges  will  do  that.  Absolutely  they  will  not,  and  their  reports 
do  not  tell  the  truth.  I  want  to  say,  and  what  I  wish  to  require  is  that 
they  furnish  under  the  seal  of  the  College  and  the  signatures  of  the  Dean 
and  of  the  Secretary,  where  we  can  have  a  document  to  which  we  can 
refer,  and  if  there  is  any  doubt  on  the  part  of  this  conference  they  have  a 
right  to  send  and  investigate,  as  the  American  Medical  Society  does. 


V^ICE-PresideNT  Clark  :  Perhaps  it  would  be  well  to  have  Prof. 
Sayre  read  the  resolution  over  once  more,  so  as  to  get  the  full  import  of  its 
meaning. 

(The  resolution  was  re-read.) 

Mr.  Sayre  :     I  am  surprised  that  you  should  bring  that  objection  up. 

Mr.  Schneider:  It  is  not  an  objection.  Prof.  Sayre,  it  is  merely 
a  question  as  to  the  necessity. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  The  objection  which  I  expected  you  would  bring  up 
would  be  the  economical  question  as  to  whether  it  is  possible  for  us  to  do 
this.  We  have  but  little  money  in  the  treasury,  and  it  is  a  question  of 
whether  we  can  go  to  the  expense  of  investigation.  I  want  to  say  from 
my  personal  investigation  that  this  can  be  done  by  this  confer- 
ence, that  the  conference  can  well  afford  to  bear  that  exepnse.  The 
expense  will  be  light.  I  have  had  the  assurance  from  one  of  our  loyal  men 
in  the  Conference  that  it  shall  not  cost  the  Conference  very  much  to  carry 
out  this  resolution. 

Mr.  Rusby:     What  is  the  motion  before  us  now? 

Vice-President  Clark:     That  this  report  be  received. 

Mr.  Rusby  :  If  it  is  in  order,  I  would  move  as  an  amendment  that 
this  recommendation  be  approved  by  the  Conference. 

This  motion  was  duly  seconded. 

Vice-President  Clark:  It  has  been  duly  moved  and  seconded 
that  the  original  motion  be  amended  to  include  the  approval  of  this  resolu- 
tion. The  question  before  you  now  is  on  the  amendment  to  the  original 
motion.  ^ 

Mr.  Remington:    Will  you  please  read  it? 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  original  motion  was  to  receive  the 
report.  Prof.  Rusby  moves  that  that  motion  be  amended  so  that  the  report 
be  received  and  this  resolution  be  approved  and  adopted,  that  the  recom- 
mendation embodied  in  this  resolution  be  adopted  by  the  Conference. 

Mr.  Remington:  That  does  not  mean  the  adoption  of  the  last 
resolution?     Is  that  the  intention.  Dr.  Rusby? 

Mr.  Rusby  :     The  only  one  I  heard,  which  is  just  this  one  resolution. 

Mr.  Remington  :  The  second  resolution  relating  to  the  definition 
of  standards. 

Mr.  Rusby:  Oh,  no;  I  did  not  hear  that.  It  is  the  one  Prof. 
Sayre  just  read  with  reference  to  having  blanks  furnished  that  everyone 
reports  on  the  same  blank  so  that  we  will  have  a  blank  which  relates  to 
every  institution.     It  is  of  the  greatest  importance. 

Mr.  Remington:  That  was  my  object  in  asking,  so  that  we 
might  know  distinctly  what  we  were  voting  for. 

Vice-President  Clark:  And  the  second  one  relating  to  the 
definition  of  standards  be  acted  upon  separately  afterwards.  That  is  the 
understanding. 

Mr.  Rusby  :     I  did  not  include  that. 
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Mr.  Schneider:  Just  before  putting  that  to  vote,  I  want  to  set 
myself  right.  I  do  not  want  to  object.  That  was  not  the  idea  at  all.  It 
was  rather  a  question  as  to  the  necessity,  that  was  all.  I  should  certainly 
vote  for  it  personally,  because  all  it  requires  for  us  to  do  is  the  extra  labor 
of  filling  out  the  blank. 

Vice-President  Clark:    Which  would  not  be  very  great. 

Mr.  Remington:  I  only  want  to  say  that  I  approve  of  this,  I 
think  that  the  Conference  should  be  orderly  and  systematic,  and  I  think 
that  a  college  desiring  membership  in  this  body  should  furnish  in  a  syste- 
matic way  such  information  as  is  conveyed  in  that  report,  which  is  nothing 
more  than  putting  in  writing  what  they  have  professed  to  do.  I  only  want 
to  say  that  I  am  bothered  to  death  with  making  up  reports  about  our  insti- 
tution from  Washington,  from  the  state  of  Pennsylvania,  from  the  New 
York  Board  of  Regents  and  others  wanting  information.  Well  it  is  a 
very  great  nuisance  if  everybody  wants  that.  Now,  one  had  in  its  schedule 
that  I  should  furnish  the  salaries  paid  to  each  professor,  and  they  wanted 
to  know  how  much  money  we  made  (laughter),  and  I  suppose  they  would 
want  to  find  out  next  what  the  professors  fed  on.  Of  course,  I  did  not  give 
any  such  information,  but  I  wrote  a  sufficient  reply.  Now,  it  is  all  right, 
Mr.  Chairman,  to  give  information  to  this  Conference  that  is  legitimate 
and  proper  for  us  to  know,  but  when  it  comes  to  be  inquisitorial  and 
advantage  is  taken  of  these  schedules  to  ask  entirely  improper  questions, 
then  I  propose  to  register  a  protest.  I  do  not  think  it  is  any  business  of 
theirs.  I  would  only  say  that  the  professors  of  the  institution  that  I  repre- 
sent are  entirely  too  poorly  paid.  I  will  answer  it  in  a  general  way,  and  I 
suppose  nearly  every  other  professor  will  make  the  same  report.  But  as 
for  giving  the  exact  figure  that  I  get,  I  would  be  ashamed  to  do  it,  because 
you  would  all  be  astonished,  as  I  get  so  little.  (Laughter).  But  I  am 
not  trying  to  work  up  salaries  for  myself  or  anybody  else.  But  I  really 
think  it  is  none  of  the  institution's  business  what  salary  each  professor 
receives. 

Vice-President  Clark:  Of  course,  there  is  nothing  in  here  with 
reference  to  matters  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  Remington:     No,  they  have  not  come  to  that  yet. 

Mr.  Bradley:  I  want  to  say  that  that  report  will  be  made, 
although  it  will  be  an  added  burden  to  us.  There  is  one  little  point  that  I 
should  like  to  bring  up,  the  wording,  "Dean  and  Secretary."  Schools  are 
organized  in  different  ways;  that  is,  the  executive  officer  is  called  by 
different  names  in  different  schools.  I  would  like  to  ask  Dr.  Sayra  if  it 
wrould  be  possible  to  make  that  "Dean  of  Secretary."  I  know  that  in  the 
school  that  I  am  now  connected  with  the  secretary  is  secretary  of  the  Board 
of  Trustees,  who  has  no  knowledge  of  this  matter,  and  it  would  be  a 
burden  to  him  to  have  to  acquire  that  knowledge,  or  else  he  would  merely 
sign  the  report  as  a  matter  of  form.  In  other  schools  the  secretary  may 
be  the  man  who  has  such  things  directly  in  charge.     I  should  like  to  ask 


Dr.  Sayre  if  there  is  any  objection  to  changing  that  to  Dean  or  Secretary, 
not  as  an  evasion,  but  to  make  a  little  less  red  tape,  and  to  prevent  the 
signing  of  it  mechanically  by  officers  who  do  not  know  the  facts  themselves. 

Mr.  Sayre :     You  have  a  person  who  does  the  correspondence? 

Mr.  Bradley:  We  have  a  Dean,  but  our  secretary  is  the  secretary 
of  the  Board  of  Trustees,  and  has  to  do  with  the  Trustees.  We  have  no 
secretary  who  has  office  work  in  the  college,  and  as  this  applies  to  us,  if 
our  secretary  signs  it  it  will  be  simply  because  I  ask  him,  and  not  because 
he  has  knowledge  of  it.     I  would  rather  not  have  him  do  that. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  Of  course,  it  is  for  the  Conference  to  say,  but  perhaps 
that  is  an  exceptional  case.  Don't  you  think  yours  is  an  exceptional  case? 
All  exceptional  cases,  of  course,  can  be  taken  care  of.  The  intention,  I 
think,  of  this  is  right,  and  such  exceptions  can  be  taken  care  of.  The 
reports  may  be  put  into  the  hands  of  the  Executive  Committee,  and  the 
Executive  Committee  will  see  to  it  that  no  attempt  at  evasion  is  meant  by 
the  omission  of  the  signature  of  the  Dean. 

Mr.  Bradley:  Would  it  not  be  sufficient  for  the  responsible  execu- 
tive officer  of  the  school,  which  is  nearly  always  the  Dean  or  the  Secretary 
or  the  Registrar,  to  sign  the  report  and  thus  save  the  unnecessary  trouble 
and  perhaps  mechanical  signing? 

Mr.  Sayre:  I  should  not  like  that  to  apply  to  the  University  of  Kan- 
sas, because  the  Secretary  of  the  School  of  Pharmacy  is  not  regarded  by 
the  Board  of  Regents  as  the  official  man  to  sign  documents.  He  simply 
is  the  secretary  for  the  details  of  recording  the  students  and  keeping  track 
of  things  as  they  go  along,  current  events  in  the  school.  But  the  Dean  is 
the  only  official  man  '  ;ho  is  supposed  to  sign  documents  of  this  sort.  In 
that  case  it  is  ar  exception.  Most  cases  are  exceptional,  and  I  should  say 
that  that  is  the  reason  I  put  both  officers  in  there. 

Mr.  Bradley:     I  ask  to  change  the  word  "and"  to  "or." 

Mr.  Remington:    Or  Registrar. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  If  it  is  to  be  put  in  that  way,  I  object  for  the  reason 
that  I  wanted  to  have  two.  If  you  insist  on  one,  I  insist  that  the  seal  of 
the  university  be  placed  upon  the  report. 

Mr.  Remington  :     The  seal  of  the  college  ought  to  go  on  anyway. 

Mr.  Schneider:  What  about  California?  The  Dean  is  also  the 
Secretary  of  the  Board  of  Directors. 

Mr.  WhepleY:     Sign  twice. 

Mr.  Bradley:  I  would  like  to  make  a  substitute  motion,  that  it 
be  changed  to  executive  officer,  or  to  the  Dean  or  Secretary  or  Registrar. 
I  think  that  will  cover  every  possible  case. 

Mr.  Koch:     Executive  officer  would  be  better. 

Mr.  Remington:  We  have  an  assistant  I  would  like  to  give  that 
job  to.  Why  not  say  proper  officers  of  the  college,  with  the  seal  attached, 
and  let  it  go?     Proper  officers,  with  the  seal  attached. 

Mr.  KocH:     That  is  it. 


Vice-President  Clark:     Is  that  acceptable  to  the  Committee? 

Mr.  SayRE:     I  accept  it. 

Mr.  Bradley:     I  move  that  as  a  substitute  motion. 

Vice-President  Clark:  It  has  been  moved,  then,  by  Prof. 
Bradley  that  the  words  "Dean  and  Secretatry"  be  stricken  out,  and  that 
we  substitute  therefor  "the  proper  officers  and  seal  of  the  college."  "Then 
be  certified  by  the  proper  officers  and  the  seal  of  the  institution  concerned 
attached."     Any  remarks  on  this  point? 

Mr.  WhEPLEY:     Are  you  going  to  take  action  on  this  now? 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  question  before  you  now  is  the 
substitution  of  these  words  for  "Dean  and  Secretary." 

The  motion  was  here  put  and  carried  without  dissent. 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  question  is  now  upon  Dr.  Rusby's 
substitute  motion  that  we  accept  this  motion  and  adopt  the  recommendations 
included  in  the  resolution.     Are  there  any  further  remarks  upon  that? 

Mr.  C.  E.  CaspaRI:  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  probably  my  fault  that 
I  do  not  yet  understand  what  the  object  is  of  this  resolution.  The  idea 
seems  to  be  here  that  some  members  of  the  Conference  are  not  living  up  to 
the  requirements  of  the  Conference,  and  if  they  are  not,  they  are  probably 
doing  it  intentionally.  And  the  idea  seems  to  be  that  this  resolution  is 
going  to  make  them  behave.     I  do  not  see  how  it  is  going  to  do  that. 

Mr.  RusbY:  The  gentleman  who  made  the  motion  did  not  say 
anything  about  anybody  falsifying  the  reports  for  the  Conference.  It 
has  been  my  experience  in  our  college  that  on  two  occasions  when  we 
thought  we  were  living  up  to  the  requirements,  when  one  of  these  blanks 
was  brought  to  our  attention  we  discovered  that  there  was  some  flaw  and 
we  were  not  doing  so.  We  supposed  we  were,  and  I  know  there  are  others 
listening  to  me  now  who  went  through  the  same  experience.  I  think  this  is 
simply  to  call  all  the  facts  to  our  attention  and  get  them  on  record  in  the 
office  of  this  Conference,  so  that  when  the  Executive  Committee  wants  to 
find  out  something  they  have  not  got  to  go  through  a  great  long  process  of 
searching  to  find  it.  They  find  it  right  there  in  due  form.  That  is  my 
object  in  making  the  motion. 

The  question  was  here  called  for. 

Vice-President  Clark:  Are  there  any  further  remarks  on  this? 
The  vote  is  now  upon  the  acceptance  of  this  report  and  the  adoption  of  the 
recommendations  included  in  this  resolution. 

It  being  seconded,  the  substitute  motion  of  Prof.  Rusby  was  here  put 
to  vote  and  carried. 

Vice-President  Clark:  Is  there  any  discussion  upon  the  second 
feature  of  this  report?  There  has  been  so  much  discussion  on  the  first  part 
that  perhaps  we  had  better  have  Prof.  Sayre  present  that  once  more,  so 
that  we  may  understand  just  exactly  the  situation. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  The  first  part  of  this  is  simply  preliminary  remarks  in 
which  I  state  that  our  present  By-Laws  are  out  of  date,  and  my  attempt 
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here  is  to  bring  them  up  to  date  as  far  as  possible,  and  do  it  in  a  conserva- 
tive way.  I  have  endeavored  to  use  all  the  diplomacy  I  can  to  bring  it 
about,  and  it  seems  to  me  I  have  done  my  best  to  put  into  a  paragraph 
something  which  would  be  absolutely  unobjectionable  and  that  which  we 
have  all  seemed  in  spirit  to  have  followed,  and  that  is  this,  that  evidence 
of  the  satisfactory  completion  of  education  beyond  the  eighth  grade,  equiv- 
alent to  1 5  counts,  shall  be  required  of  each  student.  A  count  shall 
consist  of  one  hour  instruction  per  week  for  a  school  year  of  not  less  than 
36  weeks. 

You  see  we  avoid  the  use  of  the  term  high  school  there. 

The  maximum  number  of  counts  allowed  in  any  one  branch  shall 
not  exceed  four.  You  see  we  evade  the  mention  of  that  very  unstandard- 
ized  expression,  "one  year  of  high  school,"  because  one  year  of  high 
school  in  some  places  is  not  much  more  than  one  year  of  the  eighth 
grade  work  in  other  places.  Therefore,  we  say  that  a  count  shall  consist 
of  one  hour  of  instruction  per  week  for  a  school  year  of  not  less  than  36 
weeks  beyond  that  of  the  eighth  grade.  Therefore,  I  suggest  this  para- 
graph as  a  substitute  for  the  obsolete  paragraph  we  now  have  in  our 
By-Laws. 

Vice-President  Clark:  This  is  really  an  amendment  to  the 
By-Laws;  it  is  a  change  in  the  By-Laws. 

Mr.  SayRE:  May  I  be  permitted  to  state  that  before  presenting  this 
and  writing  it  I  submitted  it  to  the  Executive  Cimmittee  and  I  talked  with 
them  and  with  their  help  I  have  put  this  in  a  form  which  I  think  Dr.  Koch 
will  agree  with  me  was  acceptable  to  the  committee  who  had  this  idea 
uppermost  in  their  minds.  I  should  like  to  have  Dr.  Koch  speak  on  that 
point  if  he  will. 

Mr.  Koch:  The  trouble  with  this  preliminary  education  is  mani- 
fold. One  of  the  troubles  is  as  to  what  constitutes  a  year  in  high  school. 
Another  is  what  is  the  equivalent  of  a  year's  work  in  high  school.  Every 
catalogue  of  a  school  of  pharmacy  defines  a  certain  thing  which  they 
require  from  their  matriculants,  and  these  requirements  do  not  at  all  agree. 
Schools  of  pharmacy  have  defined  what  they  require  for  entrance,  and  this 
purports  to  be  what  we  consider  the  equivalent  of  the  first  year  in  high 
school.  Some  of  them  name  subjects  in  which  credit  can  be  obtained. 
Some  of  them  give  credits  of  5  or  6  or  8  counts  for  English.  There  is 
nothing  uniform  about  it  at  all.  And  when  our  By-Laws  say  that  our 
schools  shall  require  the  completion  of  a  first  year's  work  in  the  high 
school  or  its  equivalent,  that  does  not  say  anything  at  all.  When  this 
resolution  was  brought  before  the  Executive  Committee  ,it  occurred  to  us 
that  if  it  was  to  be  enforced  at  all,  the  Executive  Committee  would  have 
to  know  definitely  what  the  Conference  required  for  admission.  We  could 
state  it  in  two  or  three  pages  if  we  wanted  to,  giving  a  list  of  studies  and 
value  placed  upon  each  one,  but  we  thought  that  that  was  not  well,  after 
discussing  the  matter  and  considering  it  carefully,  we  thought  the  simplest 
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possible  definition  for  the  preliminary  education  requirments  from  students 
would  be  best.  The  simplest  thing  we  could  say  would  be  that  a  student 
should  have  a  certain  preliminary  education.  How  much?  So  many 
counts.  Now,  a  count  differs  everywhere  you  go.  One  place  a  count 
means  one  thing,  and  another  place  it  means  another.  One  institution  has 
a  count,  another  a  credit,  and  another  a  unit.  It  became  necessary,  then, 
or  at  least  advisable,  to  define  what  we  mean  by  a  count.  A  count  is  one 
hour's  work  a  week  for  the  school  year.  High  schools  have  anywhere 
from  36  to  40  weeks  in  the  year.  So  we  said  not  less  than  36  weeks  for 
the  year.  Then  someone  said,  well,  a  person  might  ask  for  I  6  counts  on 
one  subject.  Most  high  schools  have  about  four  subjects  in  their  first 
year's  work  , therefore  granting,  we  will  say,  one-fourth  as  a  maximum 
for  any  one  study.  I  think  that  is  fair.  That  was  the  basis  upon  which 
we  made  this  requirement. 

Mr.  CaSPARI:  May  I  ask  where  the  student  is  going  to  get  this 
instruction?     There  is  nothing  in  the  resolution  to  indicate. 

Mr.  Hoch:  Anywhere.  We  were  giving  the  student  the  oppor- 
tunity to  get  his  instruction  anywhere.  That  is  why  we  did  not  say  any- 
thing about  high  schools.  Let  him  get  it  from  a  tutor — anywhere,  so  that 
he  gives  evidence  that  he  has  got  it. 

Mr.  Day:  There  is  one  point  that  I  should  like  to  bring  in.  I 
would  like  to  suggest  to  Professor  Sayre  the  addition  of  the  words  "In 
courses  leading  to  a  degree."  In  Illinois  we  have  exceptions  which  we 
hope  to  remedy  soon,  but  we  are  not  able  to  do  anything  at  present.  Our 
Board  of  Pharmacy  requires  for  examination  that  they  be  registered 
pharmacists.  We  found,  therefore,  that  we  must  accept  special  students. 
We  do  not  allow  the  work  to  count  toward  a  degree.  We  must  accept 
them  as  special  students  or  else  by  refusing  them  turn  them  over  to  the 
night  schools  and  other  untechnical  institutions. 

Mr.  Koch:  I  can  answer  Professor  Day.  Section  5  of  Article  V 
states  the  requirements  for  the  admission  of  students  to  the  college  or  school 
as  candidates  for  any  degree. 

Mr.  Day:  Another  point,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  I  may  be  permitted, 
as  to  subjects.  We  have  in  the  Chicago  High  School,  and  substantially 
the  same  is  true  elsewhere,  a  number  of  night  pupils,  in  which  a  year  of 
English  counts  for  a  tenth  of  a  credit.  A  unit  of  credit  would  be  four 
of  these  counts,  or  five,  I  am  not  sure. 

Mr.  Koch:     Four. 

Mr.  Day:  A  year  of  Latin  counts  for  one  point;  they  give  two- 
tenths  of  a  point  for  music,  two-tenths  for  physical  culture,  and  so  on. 
Now  the  school  of  Pharmacy  must  be  furnished  with  a  record  of  four 
years  of  work,  just  as  you  propose  to  do,  but  we  would  like  to  be  per- 
mitted to  accept  a  man  who  has  had  we  will  say  one  year  of  English  and 
two  years  of  Latin  and  one  year  of  Algebra,  if  it  should  be  that  his 
course  was  taken  that  way.     That  would  be  an  unusual  case,  but  it  does 
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happen  repeatedly.  He  may  take  his  first  and  second  year  of  Latin, 
devoting  two  years  to  his  course,  carry  a  year  of  English,  perhaps  a  year 
of  Algebra.  We  have  required  Algebra  as  one  of  the  studies.  A  man 
with  two  years  Latin  is  better  prepared,  I  believe,  than  if  he  had  a  year  of 
bookkeeping  or  a  year  of  physiology.  Those  are  points  which  really  ought 
to  be  considered.  Ought  we  not  to  insist  on  certain  subjects?  Ought  we 
not  to  insist  upon  English,  a  credit  in  English?  This  is  a  very  fundamental 
branch.  It  is  common  with  us  and  I  suppose  it  is  with  other  schools,  to 
have  students  apply  for  entrance  without  having  had  a  year  of  English 
in  high  school.  That  is  particularly  true  when  they  are  students  of 
European  education.  Ought  we  to  require  such  candidates,  who  have 
had  the  full  amount  of  high  school  work,  perhaps  four  years  of  high  school, 
but  no  English,  ought  we  to  require  them  to  stand  an  examination  in 
English  or  ought  we  accept  the  fact  that  they  are  competent  in  their  studies 
in  the  College  of  Pharmacy  as  sufficient  evidence  of  their  training  in 
English?  Ought  we  to  require  Algebra?  I  think  the  New  York  Board 
does  require  Algebra.  In  most  of  the  high  schools  I  think  Algebra  is 
obligatory,  perhaps  not  in  all. 

Mr.  Schneider:  That  is  just  the  point  that  came  to  my  mind  as 
soon  as  this  resolution  was  read.  What  is  the  use  of  bringing  up  things 
here  that  nobody  seems  to  know  anything  about?  I  have  been  disgusted 
at  the  Conference  here  before — you  will  excuse  me  if  I  get  excited  once  in 
a  while,  I  will  get  over  it  in  a  moment.  (Laughter.)  If  this  resolution 
IS  going  to  amount  to  anything  whatever  this  committee  has  got  to  go  to 
work  and  specify  just  exactly  what  counts  are  going  to  be  admitted  and 
what  counts  are  not  going  to  be  admitted.  Otherwise  it  will  not  amount 
to  anything.  The  term  "One  year  in  high  school"  means  much  more  than 
the  term  "Fourteen  counts." 

Mr.  Remington:  I  want  to  say  just  a  few  words  on  this  matter  of 
high  school.  Some  of  you  know  that  we  have  been  undergoing  a  period 
in  the  last  two  years  of  revision  and  readjustment  and  development  and 
improvement  in  Pennsylvania,  and  I  have  been  in  communication  with  Dr. 
Schaffer,  the  State  Superintendent,  a  number  of  times.  We  have  a  law 
now  which  is  going  to  do  just  what  my  friend  Professor  Schneider  wants, 
as  fixing  the  thing  very  definitely,  and  we  are  going  to  know  just  exactly 
where  we  stand.  The  first  question  I  asked  him  after  the  law  passed  was, 
how  are  we  going  to  standardize  the  high  schools?  If  you  go  to  some  of 
the  smaller  towns  in  Pennsylvania,  and  some  of  the  smaller  towns  in  other 
parts  of  the  country,  and  get  a  high  school  certificate,  it  does  not  amount 
to  as  much  as  one  would  get  in  a  secondary  school  in  a  large  citv.  How 
are  you  going  to  fix  it?  Well,  he  said,  that  is  our  greatest  trouble.  He 
said  they  were  going  to  appoint  a  committee  to  investigate  every  high 
school  in  the  state  of  Pennsylvania,  every  so-called  high  school,  and  see 
just  exactly  the  situation,  and  standardize  the  high  schools.  He  admitted 
that  as  the  law  stood  and  as  our  rules  stand  the  term  "One  year  in  high 
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school"  is  very  indefinite,  and  it  upsets  the  whole  scheme.  Graduates  of 
some  of  those  high  schools  would  not  be  as  well  equipped  as  those  having 
completed  only  the  first  year  in  some  other  high  schools.  He  said  also 
that  they  Were  going  to  have  a  man  inspect  every  one  of  those  schools 
every  year  and  make  reports  so  that  they  would  know  what  they  were 
doing. 

I  think,  Mr.  President,  when  we  do  that  we  are  getting  on  an  equit- 
able and  honest  basis.  I  think  we  are  making  good  progress.  I  do  not 
see  how  all  these  details  are  going  to  be  worked  out,  particularly  in  a 
national  body  like  this,  which  represents  pharmaceutical  education  in  every 
state  in  the  Union. 

I  do  not  see  how  it  is  possible  to  make  a  hard  and  fast  rule  at  the 
present  time  to  govern  every  state.  I  think  that  we  ought  to  strive  to  do 
everything  that  we  possibly  can,  getting  nearer  and  nearer  to  an  absolute 
standard.  Whether  we  will  ever  reach  that  standard  or  not  I  do  not 
know.  But  I  do  want  to  say  that  the  word  high  school  should  mean  a 
definite  thing,  so  many  studies,  so  many  points  in  English,  so  many  points 
in  Latin,  so  many  points  in  Algebra,  or  its  equivalent.  But  we  ought  not 
to  split  hairs  on  this  proposition.  I  do  not  think  this  conference  is  at  all 
able  to  split  hairs  in  our  present  stage.  If  we  are  moving  we  should  be 
content.  If  we  are  making  progress  the  object  of  this  Conference  will  be 
thoroughly  fulfilled.  And  what  may  be  proper  in  one  state  may  not  be 
suitable  in  every  other  state.  Varying  conditions  prevail  in  the  various 
states. 

Mr.  Sayre:  I  want  to  know  whether  Professor  Remington,  in  his 
remarks,  is  advocating  this  paragraph  or  not.  ? 

Mr.  Remington:  Well,  now;  Professor  Sayre,  I  will  tell  you,  as 
you  have  stated  that  paragraph  I  do  not  know  a  blessed  thing  about  it. 

Mr.  Sayre :        That  is  all  right  then;  you  are  all  right. 

Mr.  Remington  :  When  you  talk  about  points,  when  you  ^alk 
about  the  details  which  you  have  got  there  for  your  state  of  Kansas, 
from  the  remarks  which  I  have  made  I  think  you  can  understand  that  no 
person  as  unintelligent  as  I  am  can  possibly  understand  what  those  counts 
mean  in  Kansas,  under  those  provisions,  because  the  very  thing  itself  is  not 
standardized. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  I  want  to  say  in  connection  with  this  that  we  have  been 
all  over  the  matters  which  have  been  mentioned.  They  have  been  men- 
tioned repeatedly.  In  order  to  thresh  this  thing  over  we  had  prepared  a 
two-page  document  today  defining  just  what  was  meant,  and  after  a  dis- 
cussion of  an  hour  or  more  and  trying  to  concentrate  and  simplify  as  far  as 
possible,  making  it  adjustable  and  at  the  same  time  assuring  ourselves  that 
we  have  taken  one  step  forward,  and  that  is  all  we  expect  to  do,  and 
making  this  step  applicable  to  the  various  states  of  the  United  States,  with 
the 

Mr.  Remington  :     You  cannot  do  that. 
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Mr.  SayrE:  With  the  experience  of  several  men  who  are  educa- 
tional men  we  believed  that  this  was  after  all  the  best  way  to  state  it. 

Now,  when  you  come  to  detail  I  like  these  remarks.  I  am  glad  they 
have  been  brought  out,  and  I  agree  with  Professor  Day,  and  the  very 
remarks  Professor  Day  has  made  I  made  in  the  committee ;  namely,  that  so 
far  as  these  counts  were  concerned  it  would  be  well  to  state  that  the 
distribution  should  be  so  and  so.  That  would  be  my  idea  and  I  should 
be  very  glad  to  have  this  paragraph  referred  back  to  the  committee  with 
instructions  to  insert  a  definite  statement  as  to  what  these  counts  meant.  I 
shall  be  glad  to  have  that  referred  back  if  you  so  choose.  As  chairman  of 
this  committee  I  state  that  we  might  argue  this  thing  all  night  and  not  get 
any  further  with  this  paragraph  than  we  have  got  now. 

Mr.  Asher:  This  question  is  a  big  bugaboo,  and  it  is  going  to  be  a 
worse  bugaboo  if  we  take  hold  of  it  than  we  have  any  idea  of.  Professor 
Remington  mentioned  the  trouble  they  are  having  in  Pennsylvania  trying  to 
get  a  standardized  condition  in  the  high  schools.  According  to  Professor 
Sayre's  statement,  it  means  36  weeks  of  one  hour  for  the  count.  What 
about  those  states  that  do  not  give  36  weeks  per  year  of  instruction? 

Mr.  Koch:     It  would  require  a  year  and  a  half  or  two  years. 

Mr.  Asher  :  Those  states  are  glad  to  get  students  who  have  got 
a  good  eighth  grade  certificate  without  exacting  two  years  from  them.  I 
can  show  you  evidences  of  where  a  state  superintendent  has  made  mention 
in  a  letter  to  me  that  they  give  nine  months  of  instruction,  where  I  have 
the  evidence  they  give  but  six  months  in  a  so-called  high  school,  and  if  I 
may  be  permitted  I  just  want  to  read  one  little  paragraph  taken  out  of  a 
paper    a    few    weeks    ago. 

Vice-President  Clark:  I  hardly  think.  Professor  Asher,  that  is 
germane  to  this  subject. 

Mr.  Asher :     It  is  perfectly  germane  to  the  subject. 

Vice-President  Clark:  I  call  attention,  while  Professor  Asher 
is  looking  that  up,  to  the  fact  that  there  is  no  definite  motion  before  us  yet 
on  this  subject. 

Mr.  Teeters:  I  move  that  the  substitution  recommended  be 
adopted  by  this  meeting. 

This  motion  was  duly  seconded. 

Mr.  Asher:  This  newspaper  clipping  is  dated  July  25,  1912. 
"Standard  system  of  issuing  teachers'  licenses  wanted."  This  is  dated 
Baton  Rouge,  May  24.  "While  it  is  generally  understood  that  there  will 
be  little  legislation  attempted  at  this  session  affecting  the  public  school 
system  there  is  one  reform  that  is  receiving  considerable  attention ■" 

Mr.  SayRE:      Is  that  an  editorial,  Mr.  Chairman? 

Mr.  Asher :     This  is  an  article  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  SayrE:     Is  that  simply  a  newspaper  report? 

Mr.  Asher :     A  newspaper  report  from  the  legislative  committee. 

Mr.  Sayre:     a  question  of 


Vice-President  Clark:  !t  hardly  seems  to  me  that  has  any 
special  bearing 

Mr.  AsheR:  It  simply  shows  that  the  conditions  are  not  right  at 
the  present  time  for  standardization,  according  to  this  resolution. 

Vice-President  Clark:  You  have  read  that  over  yourself,  can't 
you  tell  us  the  substance  of  it  in  a  few^  words. 

Mr.  Asher:  The  substance  is  this,  that  they  are  issuing  school 
teachers'  certificates,  giving  them  first  grade  certificates,  and  the  superin- 
tendent of  the  state  of  Louisiana  has  stated  that  they  are  not  fitted  to  receive 
the  third  grade.  That  is  the  sum  and  substance  of  it,  and  these  paf>ers 
will  go  out  with  the  grade  certificates,  and  still  they  are  not  entitled  to 
them  owing  to  the  conditions  that  exist,  not  only  in  Louisiana,  but  all  over, 
as  I  understand  from  others  with  whom  I  have  spoken. 

Mr.  Rusby:  If  Mr.  Teeters  will  accept  the  amendment  I  would 
move  as  an  amendment  that  this  be  refeired  to  Prof.  Sayre  and  Prof. 
Day  to  formulate  it.  If  we  try  to  formulate  it  here  we  will  take  half  an 
hour,  and  if  they  spend  five  minutes  and  get  it  in  good  form  and  bring  it  in 
to  us  we  will  know  whether  it  is  acceptable  to  us  or  not. 

Vice-President  Clark:  It  Prof.  Teeters  accepts  that  amend- 
ment it  will  be  referred  to  Prof.  Day  and  Prof.  Sayre  for  revision,  to  be 
brought  back  in  a  few  minutes,  or  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  WheLPLEY:  Is  it  necessary  to  vote  on  that  motion  of  Prof. 
Rusby's?     It  was  referred  for  revision  simply. 

I  call  now  for  the  report  of  the  Auditing  Committee. 

Report  of  the  Auditing  Committee 

A^igust  20,  1912. 
Mr.  Day:  The  auditing  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the 
report  of  the  Treasurer,  begs  leave  to  report  that  they  have  carefully 
examined  the  treasurer's  vouchers  and  compared  them  with  the  statement 
and  find  that  they  agree.  We  compliment  the  association  upon  the  pros- 
perous condition  of  the  treasury,  and  suggest  that  in  view  of  the  large 
balance  now  in  the  treasurer's  hands  all  funds  such  as  may  not  be  needed 
for  current  expenses  be  placed  at  interest. 

W.   B.   Day.  Chairman. 
H.  V.  Arny/ 
W.  J.  Teeters. 

Mr.  WhelpLEY:  How  much  is  in  the  treasury? 
Mr.  Day:  Seven  hundred  and  thirty-four  dollars. 
Several  Members:     We  are  getting  rich! 

Vice-President  Clark:  You  have  this  report  of  the  Auditing 
Committee.     What  shall  we  do  with  it? 
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It  was  moved  that  the  report  be  received  and  the  recommendation 
adopted. 

This  motion  prevailed  unanimously. 

Mr.  Rusby:  The  report  of  the  Syllabus  Committe  is  now  ready.  I 
have  asked  Dr.  Koch  to  read  it  for  me. 

The  report  was  here  read  by  Dr.  Koch. 

Report  of  the  Syllabus  Committee 

To   the    .\merican   Conference   of   Pharmaceutical    Faculties,    Gentlemen: 

On  behalf  of  the  Syllabus  Committee,  upon  which  this  body  is  repre- 
sented, I  submit  the  following  report  for  the   year  1911-12. 

The  National  Committee  met  at  Boston,  Mass.,  August  17,  1911,  and 
on  formal  motion  proceeded  to  elect  officers  to  approve  their  reports  and 
to  act  upon  their  recommendations. 

After  a  spirited  discussion  regarding  the  extent  of  the  revision,  the 
time  of  issue,  the  number  of  copies  and  the  method  of  financing  the  revised 
edition,   it  was   on  formal  motion 

Voted:  That  the  revised  edition  should  number  at  least  1,000;  that 
it  should  be  published  by  the  National  Committee  on  the  initiative  of  the 
Executive  Committee;  that  its  financing  should  be  referred  to  the  Executive 
Committee  with  power;  that  the  Executive  Committee  enter  at  once  on  the 
task  of  revision  for  the  present  period  and  call  for  revised  copy  from  the 
Chairman  of  the  Sub-Committee,  October  1,  1911;  manifold  and  distribute 
the  copy  to  the  members  by  January  1,  1912;  the  suggestions,  amendments 
and  corrections  to  reach  the  Executive  Committee  by  February  1,   1912. 

By  the  courtesy  of  Meyer  Brothers  Druggist  and  the  Pharmaceutical 
Era,  reprints  from  the  December,  January  and  February  numbers  appeared 
as  leaflets,  1,  2  and  3,  respectivelj*.  Leaflet  1  gives  a  brief  account  of  the 
Pharmaceutical  Syllabus  and  the  workers  engaged  on  its  revision.  Leaf- 
let 2  describes  the  editions,  in  the  type  it  is  proposed  to  use  in  the  edition 
and  was  addressed  to  State  Boards  of  Pharmacy  in  the  United  States.  Leaf- 
let 3  invited  criticism,  the  suggestions  and  amendments  that  will  make  a 
second  edition  an  improvement  on  tine  first,  and  was  addressed  to  the 
Schools    of    Pharmacy    in    the    United    States. 

The  delays  in  printing  and  the  difficulty  of  securing,  by  correspondence, 
prompt  action  by  the  sub-committee  led  to  the  conclusion  in  December  that 
the  instructions  of  the  Boston  meeting  could  not  be  followed.  During  De- 
cember, a  conference  of  the  Executive  Committee  was  held,  which  resulted 
in   affirmative   action    on    the   following   resolutions: 

A.  That  the  Secretary  submit  to  the  Committee  of  Twenty-one  for 
ratification    the    assigment 

1.  To  Materia  Medica  of  400  hours  in  a  2-year  course  recommended  by 
Chairman  Rusby; 

2.  To  pharmacy  of  400  hours  in  a  2-year  course  recommended  by 
Chairman    Beal; 

3.  The  additional  100  hours  each  in  Materia  Medica  and  Pharmacy 
be  elective  with  the  faculties  with  alternative  questions  by  the  boards  and 
that  the  proposition  of  a  1,200-hour  syllabus  be  presented  for  approval 
to  the  three  National  Bodies  represented  by  the  Committee. 

B.  That  on  the  adoption  or  rejection  of  A,  with  or  without  amend- 
ments, the  sub-committee  modify  copy  in  accord  therewith  and  forward  re- 
vised copy  to  the  Secretary,  who  shall  see  *  *  *  that  the  revised  copy, 
with  chemistry,  is  submitted  to  the  Committee  of  Twenty-one. 

C.  That  the  Secretary  prepare  specifications  for  an  edition  of  1,000, 
with  provision  for  additional  numbers  to  100;  secure  estimates  thereon  by 
responsible  publishers;  submit  the  same  to  the  Executive  Committee  for 
ratification;  prepare  a  contract  for  signature  by  the  Executive  Committee 
and  publisher,  and  push  the  publication  for  delivery  to  the  Committee  not 
later  than  .July  1,  1912,  contingent  upon  the  securing  of  advanced  orders  of 
a   total   of   not   less   than    400   copies. 

D.  That  the  Secretary  canvass  the  boards  and  schools  to  secure  ad- 
vance oi-ders  for  delivery  by  August  1,   1912. 

1,'nder  item  A,  the  recommendations  were  submitted  to  the  Committee 
of  Twenty-one  and  a  vote  thereon  is  in  process  as  this  report  is  made. 
Under  item  B,  the  Sub-Committee  on  Chemistry  and  Materia  Medica  have 
reported   recommendations   and   amendments.      Under   item    C,   the   Secretary 
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has  prepared  specifications  and  tliey  have  been  approved  by  the  Executive 
Committee  and  submitted  to  responsible  publishers.  Under  item  D,  the 
Secretary  canvassed  the  boards  and  schools  and  had  received  the  first  of 
July   nearly    450   advanced   orders. 

May  17th,  1912,  a  meeting  of  the  Executive  Committee  was  held  in  Al- 
bany, Messrs.  Bradley  and  Anderson  appearing  as  proxies  for  Messrs.  Eng- 
strom  and  Beal,  respectively.  Among  the  twelve  motions  adopted  at  this 
meeting,  tlie  following  are  of  special  interest  to  you: 

Motion  5.  That  100  copies  of  unbound  syllabuses  be  set  aside  for  the 
use  of  the  Committee  In  its  preparation  of  the  third  edition. 

Motion  6.  That  In  the  second  edition,  body  matter  be  set  in  uniform 
type  and   leaded. 

Motion  7.  That  supplementary  matter  be  set  in  smaller  type  and  single 
spaced,  with  a  formal  explanation  that  such  supplementary  matter  is  not 
included  in  the  1.200-hour  course  and  consequently  not  to  be  examined 
upon   by  boards   of   pharmacy. 

Motion  8.  That  it  is  advisable  to  ask  the  supporting  associations  to 
meet  the  expense  of  complimentary  copies  of  the  syllabus  for  similar  bodies 
of  other  countries:  the  American  Conference  of  Pharmaceutical  Faculties 
to  the  schools  (100  copies),  the  National  Association  of  Boards  of  Pharmacy 
to  the  examining  boards  (100  copies),  and  the  American  Pharmaceutical  As- 
sociation  to  the  associations   (200  copies). 

Pursuant  to  these  resolutions  and  the  rules  of  your  Association,  your 
Committee    respectfully    recommends    the    following   action: 

1.  That  representatives  on  the  National  Committee  be  appointed  to 
succeed    those    whose    terms    expire '  by    limitation    or    resignation; 

2.  That  the  annual  appropriation  for  the  routine  expenses  of  the  Com- 
mittee   be   authorized; 

3.  That  the  following  recommendations  of  the  National  Committee  be 
approved: 

A.  The  assignment  of  400  hours  in  a  2  years'  course  to  materia  medica, 
as   recommended    by   the    Chairman   of  that   sub-committee. 

B.  The  assignment  of  400  hours  in  a  2  years'  course  to  pharmacy,  as 
recommended    by    the    Chairman    of    that    sub-committee. 

C.  The  additional  100  hours  each  in  materia  medica  and  in  phar- 
macy be  selective  by  the  faculties  with  alternative  questions  by  the  boards. 

D.  The  minimum  2-year  course  leading  to  the  degree  of  Ph.  G.  become 
a   1,200   hour  course  for  the  second  syllabus   period,    1915-1920. 

4.  That  the  C.  P.  F.  become  responsible  for  advanced  subscriptions  to 
the  number  of  100  copies  of  the  Syllabus  for  distribution  through  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  National  Committee  to  similar  associations  in  this  and  other 
countries. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

H.  p.   RUSBY. 

Mr.  Rusby:  Mr.  Chairman,  supplementing  that,  I  must  tell  you 
that  the  report  would  have  been  extended  a  little  further  had  the  Syllabus 
Committee  been  able  to  get  a  meeting  here.  When  we  arrived  we  expected 
to  find  Dr.  Taylor  here.  I  received  a  letter  from  him  informing  me  that 
with  his  trunk  packed  and  his  tickets  bought  some  complications  in  his 
family  had  arisen  which  required  his  presence  at  home.  Dr.  Gregory, 
who  is  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  could  not  be  here.  Mr.  Engstrom, 
who  is  the  third  member  of  the  Executive  Committe,  could  not  be  here. 
We  made  every  possible  effort,  but  since  we  had  not  a  quorum  of  the 
Executive  Committee  present,  only  Prof.  Beal  and  myself  being  here,  and 
since  we  had  none  of  the  records,  we  found  that  it  would  be  necessary  to 
postpone  or  abandon  the  idea  of  having  a  meeting  of  the  Syllabus  Com- 
mittee in  connection  with  this  meeting  of  the  association.  That  is  the 
reason  that  the  report  had  to  be  cut  off  at  the  point  where  it  is  cut  off. 

Vice-President  Clark:  In  this  connection  we  have  a  letter  from 
Prof.  Lowe,  which  might  be  read.     The  Secretary  will  read  it. 
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Philadelphia,    August    10,    1912. 
To    the    Conference    of   Pharmaceutical    Faculties, 

Denver,  Colorado. 
Gentlemen: 

Not  being  able  to  be  present  in  person  at  the  Denver  meeting  of  the 
A.  Ph.  A.,  I  have  thought  it  incumbent  upon  me  to  report  by  letter  and  to 
submit  a  brief  report  concerning  the  status  of  the  Pharmaceutical  Syllabus. 

The  first  edition  of  this  work  was  issued  by  the  courtesy  and  under 
the  copyright  of  the  Board  of  Pharmacy  of  the  State  of  New  York.  This 
edition  was  prepared  under  some  difficulty,  it  not  having  been  easy  to  se- 
cure editors  for  some  of  its  parts,  it  was  under  the  nominal  direction  of 
a  committee  of  twenty-one  members.  The  manifold  copy  of  the  book  was 
sent  out  to  the  different  members  of  the  committee  during  the  time  the 
colleges  were  in  session,  when  everyone  was  crowded  with  work,  and  con- 
sequently the  book  did  not  receive  as  careful  attention  as  it  would  have 
received  under  different  conditions,  besides  things  which  can  be  easily 
seen  in  print  are  not  so  noticeable  in  copy. 

The  general  idea  governing  the  issue  of  the  syllabus  is  excellent.  It 
was  intended  to  secure  thorough  co-operation  between  schools  of  pharmacy 
and  boards  of  pharmacy,  between  those  w^ho  teach  and  those  who  examine, 
by  indicating  the  general  line  of  instruction  to  be  given  in  the  scliools, 
and  consetiuently  the  subject  matter  upon  which  examinations  can  be  based. 

The  first  edition  of  the  book  was  naturally  a  tentative  one  and  left 
considerable  to  be  desired;  it  is  somewhat  unfortunate  that  there  was  such 
haste  by  boards  of  pharmacy  to  adopt  it  as  an  authoritative  guide,  it 
should  have  been  considered  a  marcli  in  the  right  direction  and  not  the 
whole  journey. 

The  second  edition,  whose  preparation  was  ordered  by  the  confer- 
ence held  at  the  Boston  meeting  of  the  A.  Ph.  A.  last  year,  is  now  passing 
through  the  hands  of  the  committee.  It  is  expected  that  it  will  be  an  im- 
provement upon  the  first  edition,  and  more  acceptable  to  those  who  are  in- 
terested   in    this    work. 

As  a  representative  of  the  Conference  and  one  of  the  original  commit- 
tee, I  have  had  somewhat  to  do  towards  perfecting  the  forthcoming  edition, 
having  submitted  considerable  material  for  that  purpose.  It  is  hoped  that 
it  will  be  in  print  about  the  first  of  1913,  as  there  is  some  demand  for 
the  work.  The  copies  that  were  left  after  supplying  the  colleges  and 
boards  were  consumed  in  the  fire  at  the  Capitol  at  Albany. 

There  was  some  discussion  at  the  Boston  meeting  regarding  the  best 
way  of  financing  the  new  edition,  and  an  endeavor  has  been  made  to  ob- 
tain sufficient  subscriptions  to  guarantee  the  cost  of  the  work.  A  better 
plan,  to  mv  mind,  would  be  to  have  the  A.  Ph.  A.  publish  the  syllabus,  as 
it  is  financially  able  to  do.  Any  profit  accruing  might  inure  to  the  asso- 
ciation  or   be   credited   to   the   use   of  further  syllabus   revision    committees. 

Hoping  for  a  profitable  meeting  of  the  Conference  of  Pharmaceutical 
Faculties,   I   am   fraternally   yours,  CLEMENT  B.    LOWE. 

Vice-President  Clark:  This  report  of  the  Syllabus  Committee 
is  now  before  you.  I  believe  there  are  some  recommendations  made  in  this 
report  that  require  action. 

Mr.  Anderson  :  The  condition  in  which  the  syllabus  is  presented 
to  us  is  such  that  it  appears  to  me  that  this  body  cannot  take  any  definite 
action  in  reference  to  anything  concerning  it.  We  have  a  revision  in  process. 
No  definite  action  has  been  taken  even  by  the  committee  of  twenty-one. 
The  absence  of  Dr.  Taylor,  the  secretary,  and  particularly  having  none 
of  his  records  here,  leaves  us  in  a  position  that  we  cannot  very  well  adopt 
something  about  which  we  know  nothing.  I  have  contended  for  some  time 
in  reference  to  the  revision  of  the  syllabus  that  all  matter  that  has  been 
accummulated  looking  to  a  revision  of  the  syllabus,  that  is,  all  the  recom- 
mendations that  have  been  sent  in.  considered  by  the  sub-committees, 
should  be  formulated  and  condensed  and  then  a  meeting  of  the  committee 
of  twenty-one  should  be  held  in  order  to  act  upon  these  recommendations, 
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and  thus  revise  the  syllabus  in  a  proper  way.  It  appears  that  the  process 
has  been  for  the  last  few  months  an  attempt  to  revise  this  syllabus  in 
important  matters  by  correspondence,  conducted  at  one  time  in  a  very 
unparliamentary  way,  and  there  has  been  a  general  mix  up,  and  I  still 
contend  that  this  work  is  of  sufficient  importance  to  the  pharmacists  of  the 
country  and  to  the  colleges  and  boards  of  pharmacy  that  any  revision  that 
IS  decided  upon  at  this  time  ought  to  be  a  proper  one.  We  ought  to  have 
a  book  that  could  be  used  by  the  colleges  as  a  guide,  and  nothing  contained 
therein  compulsory  but  what  is  necessary  in  the  teaching  of  pharmacy,  and 
that  the  business  of  pharmacy  ought  to  be  guided  by  the  contents  of  that 
book,  and  unless  we  can  have  a  meeting  of  the  committee  of  twenty-one  and 
consider  these  matters  deliberately,  we  will  have,  I  fear,  a  revision  that  will 
be  no  more  satisfactory  than  the  original  publication. 

The  first  question  that  is  to  be  decided  in  reference  to  this  syllabus 
is  the  question  of  the  increase  of  the  hours  from  1,100  hours  to  1,200 
hours.  That  matter  came  up  in  our  Conference  in  New  York  State,  as  Dr. 
Rusby  knows,  although  he  and  I  boast  of  having  New  York  State  go  on 
record  recommending  to  the  regents  of  New  York  State  that  thev  make 
1 ,200  hours  the  minimum  of  instruction  for  the  two-year  course,  until  this 
conference  of  pharmaceutical  faculties  had  taken  this  matter  up  and  had 
decided  that  that  increase  should  be  made,  we  have  the  conference  of 
teaching  faculties  attempting  to  arrange  for  admission  to  the  schools,  and 
under  what  conditions  admission  should  be  had,  and  that  was  the  standard 
established  by  this  Conference,  and  until  this  Conference  takes  action  to 
increase  that  number  of  minimum  hours  New  York  State  should  not  attempt 
it,  consequently  they  agreed  with  us  and  allowed  us  to  bring  the  propo- 
sition here.  That  has  been  presented  by  Dr.  Rusby,  to  increase  the  number 
of  minimum  hours  from  1,100  to  1,200,  to  take  place  in  1915,  or  any 
other  time  that  the  conference  saw  fit.  There  is  one  thing  in  this  report,  or 
rather  an  omission  from  the  report  concerning  the  meeting  of  the  Executive 
Committee  in  May,  May  7,  I  believe,  in  Albany 

Mr.  Rusby:     That  is  in  there. 

Mr.  Anderson:  I  did  not  hear  the  motion.  The  first  motion 
that  was  offered  at  that  time  was  to  the  effect  that  all  matter  in  reference 
to  the  revision  of  the  syllabus  be  referred  to  a  meeting  of  the  committtee 
of  twenty-one-  to  be  held  in  Denvr  during  the  meeting  of  the  American 
Pharmaceutical  Association.  That  motion  was  carried,  but  does  not 
appear  in  this  report  at  all.  In  sending  out  the  report  of  that  meeting  the 
motion  that  was  placed  before  the  committee  of  twenty-one  read  entirely 
different.  That  is,  it  was  worded  differently  from  the  way  it  was  made  at 
the  Executive  Committee  meeting,  when  it  said  that  all  matter  be  referred 
to  the  committee  of  twenty-one  at  a  meeting  here  to  be  ratified,  and  it  is 
claimed  that  the  word  "ratified"  was  never  used  in  the  motion,  because  I 
made  the  motion  myself,  and  I  know  I  never  used  the  word  "ratify."  It 
was  to  be  acted  upon  here  and  decided  upon,  and  that  material  got  together 
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by  a  few  members  of  the  committee,  they  decided  that  that  is  what  the 
revision  should  consist  of,  and  then  when  we  met  here  as  a  committee  of 
twenty-one  all  we  could  do  was  to  ratify  something  that  someone  else  had 
done.  Consequently  the  matter  was  in  such  a  confused  condition  that  I 
would  like  to  see  this  Conference  go  on  record  as  simply  taking  a  firm 
stand  with  the  revision,  and  that  a  syllabus  should  be  made  at  a  proper 
meeting  of  the  committee  of  twenty-one  and  in  no  other  way,  and  not  by 
correspondence,  a  way  that  is  usualy  unsatisfactory. 

Mr.  Rusby:  I  hope  that  Prof.  Anderson  will  modify  that.  I 
myself  would  like  to  see  that  meeting  held,  but  I  think  that  such  meeting 
would  occupy  about  two  months  of  the  Syllabus  Committee's  time  for  ten 
hours  a  day.  On  the  other  hand  I  think  that  a  great  deal  can  be  done  by 
correspondence.  I  think  the  committee  of  twenty-one  should  have  two 
meetings,  one  meeting  to  agree  on  general  principles  and  lay  out  the  work, 
then  let  the  work  be  adopted  by  correspondence,  all  that  can  be,  and  nine- 
tenths  of  it  can  be  conducted  by  correspondence  better  than  any  other  way, 
and  then  take  up  the  things  that  are  left.  I  only  suggest  that  as  my  opinion 
of  the  better  method.     There  is  no  question  before  the  house. 

Vice-President  Clark:  I  was  just  going  to  call  attntion  to  the 
fact  that  there  is  no  motion  before  the  house  regarding  this  report. 

Mr.  Rusby  :  There  is  one  very  important  thing  I  am  going  to  move 
so  as  to  get  out  of  the  way.     Wc  must  elect  a  successor  to  Prof.  Lowe. 

Vice-President  Clark:  That  is  in  the  hands  of  the  nominating 
committee,  I  presume. 

Mr.  Rusby:  Have  they  taken  that  up?  I  was  out  when  that  was 
done. 

Mr.  Anderson:  I  think  Dr.  Rusby's  contention  that  it  would 
take  two  or  three  months'  work  ten  hours  a  day  to  properly  revise  this  is 
the  strongest  argument  that  could  be  made  that  the  meetmg  of  the  committee 
should  be  held.  If  there  is  so  much  to  this  syllabus  and  so  much  misun- 
derstanding and  so  much  mix  up  that  it  would  take  that  long  to  straighten 
it  out,  certainly  something  ought  to  be  done  to  straighten  it  out,  and  not 
attempt  to  clear  such  a  complicated  situation  by  correspondence  alone. 

I  agree  with  him  that  a  preliminary  meeting  may  be  necessary,  and 
then  perhaps  another  meeting  of  the  committee  of  twenty-one,  but  this  book 
is  vital  to  the  interests  of  the  pharmaceutical  profession  throughout  this 
country.  In  New  York  State  today,  as  Dr.  Rusby  knows,  the  educa- 
tional department  is  attempting  to  hold  our  institutions  down  to  teaching 
everything  that  there  is  in  the  syllabus.  They  claim  that  they  have  a 
right  to  compel  us  to  teach  everything  that  there  is  in  that  syllabus.  They 
can  compel  us  to  teach  banking  provided  in  there,  if  they  want  to:  they  can 
compel  us  to  give  a  course  in  physiology,  which  every  teacher  knows  is 
impossible  in  the  college  of  pharmacy,  and  they  claim  that  if  we  do  nut  do 
it  they  can  prevent  our  graduates  from  going  before  the  Board  of  Phar- 
macy, because  we  are  not  complying  with  every  item  that  is  in  the  syllabus. 
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I  want  to  say  to  the  credit  of  the  educational  department  that  they  have 
been  lenient  as  far  as  that  is  concerned ;  they  have  not  attempted  to  hold  up 
any  graduates  because  banking  was  not  taught,  but  it  is  implied  that  you 
must  comply  with  the  syllabus,  and  nothing  can  be  done  with  that 
syllabus  until  1915.  It  has  been  adopted  for  tKie  syllabus  period  of  1910 
to  1915.  I  do  not  beheve  there  is  an  institution  in  this  country  or  board 
of  pharmacy  that  has  adopted  that  syllabus  with  any  such  understanding, 
that  they  were  to  comply  with  all  of  the  provisions  in  that  syllabus,  as  it 
was  originally  written  for  that  period,  but  that  they  took  it  up  tentatively 
as  a  guide,  and  wanted  to  use  it  as  far  as  they  could,  looking  to  the  forma- 
tion of  a  possible  syllabus,  one  which  we  could  all  use  and  that  would  be 
just  and  equitable,  that  would  accomplish  the  results  as  far  as  possible, 
and  if  we  decided  in  the  next  month  that  the  syllabus  should  be  revised 
and  that  revised  edition  should  be  the  book  that  we  should  use  as  our 
guide,  that  that  should  be  done. 

Mr.  Remington:  I  agree  with  a  great  deal  that  Prof.  Anderson 
has  said.  But  it  is  a  sword  that  cuts  both  ways.  I  have  not  been  able  to 
give  the  time,  on  account  of  work  in  pharmacopoeia  and  other  things,  to 
this  syllabus  work,  but  I  have  kept  in  very  close  touch  to  it. 

Dr.  Taylor  paid  me  a  visit  last  winter  and  we  went  over  the  whole 
matter,  and  I  must  say  I  sympathized  with  him  very  much  in  the  magni- 
tude of  his  work  and  the  difficulties  that  he  has  met,  of  which  I  am  sure 
he  had  no  idea  when  he  started  on  it.  Now  if  a  syllabus  is  gotten  out 
which  is  unsatisfactory,  we  will  have  a  repetition  and  a  second  fall,  worse 
than  the  first. 

I  thoroughly  appreciate  the  value  of  having  a  guide,  but  I  do 
think  that  the  syllabus  which  we  have  is  entirely  too  >foluminous.  It  will 
make  to  a  very  large  extent  the  lecturing  departments  in  the  different  insti- 
tutions parrot-like,  if  we  are  comi>elled  to  follow  that  syllabus  in  every 
school  in  the  country,  it  is  going  to  result  in  great  harm  and  destroy  the 
individuality,  not  only  of  the  lecturer,  but  of  the  institution.  I  think  it  will 
be  a  great  deal  better  for  us  not  to  go  into  such  extreme  detail  as  to  the 
requirements  in  each  department,  and  then  if  it  is  going  to  be  compulsory 
I  am  sure  there  is  going  to  be  a  kick  from  nearly  every  institution. 

As  a  guide — yes,  as  a  guide — certain  things  might  be  put  in  there  as 
compulsory,  as  required,  but  as  for  requiring  all  of  the  detail  to  be  taught 
in  that  particular  sequence  which  is  laid  down  there,  it  is  the  most  absurd 
thing  I  ever  heard  in  the  world,  to  compel  a  lecturer  to  talk  in  just  that 
way. 

The  matter  came  before  the  Philadelphia  College,  and  in  a  spirit 
of  helpfulness,  the  faculty  of  the  Philadelphia  College  of  Pharmacy  have 
prepared  and  gone  into  the  detail  of  every  part  of  that  syllabus.  Copies 
of  these  have  been  sent  to  each  member  of  the  committee  of  twenty-one, 
so  that  they  have  it,  and  if  any  of  the  members  of  this  confrence  desire  a 
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copy,  as  far  as  I  have  them — I  have  about  1  0  or  12  that  I  brought  on 
here — I  will  be  glad  to  present  them. 

Mr.  Sayre  :     I  would  like  to  have  one. 

Mr.  Whelpley:     I  would  like  to  have  one. 

Mr.  Remington:  I  neglected  to  say  that  the  price  is  $2.50. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr.  Whelpley:     I  would  hke  to  have  two! 

Mr.  Remington:  Prof.  Koch,  please  take  the  orders!  You  have 
got  half  a  dozen  here. 

Mr.  Whelpley:     I  want  two! 

Mr.  Remington:  Pardon  me  for  lapsing  into  humor.  It  is  in  me 
and  I  cannot  help  it.  But  we  will  be  very  happy  indeed  to  present  any  of 
you  with  a  copy  as  far  as  they  go.  I  think  I  have  a  few  more  left.  We 
will  take  a  list  and  send  them  to  you  without  charge !  I  make  an  amend- 
ment to  my  proposition. 

I  want  to  speak  seriously  about  this.  I  am  here.  I  have  my  creden- 
tials from  the  member  of  the  committee.  I  have  a  proxy  in  my  pocket, 
which  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  present,  from  Mr.  Berringer,  who 
has  taken  a  very  pr-eat  interest  in  this,  and  he  asked  me  to  speak  for  him 
when  the  subject  of  the  syllabus  came  up. 

Now  please  understand  me — I  hope  every  one  of  you  will — that 
while  we  have  criticised  this  syllabus,  it  is  not  with  the  slightest  intention 
of  injuring  it  any  way  of  hurting  the  idea  of  a  syllabus,  but  we  do  not 
feel  that  we  should  pass  it  by.  There  was  very  little  said;  Dr.  Taylor 
wrote  in  one  of  his  communications  that  he  was  receiving  no  help  from  the 
committee,  arrd  he  spoke  of  the  difficulties  that  he  had  had,  and  we  want 
to  give  lo  every  member  of  the  committee  of  twenty-one  of  the  Syllabus 
Committee,  and  the  members  here  as  far  as  possible,  full  opportunity  of 
going  over  this  in  connection  with  the  syllabus  that  you  have,  and  to  form 
your  own  opinions,  and  when  that  committee  of  twenty-one  goes  into  actual 
operation  and  Mr.  Berringer  complains  of  something  that  Dr.  Anderson 
has  mentioned,  that  when  the  whole  committee  of  twenty-one  can  get 
together,  and  it  is  important  enough  for  the  whole  country  that  such  a 
meeting  be  held,  it  is  wrong.  I  know  something  about  the  conducting  of 
revision  work  by  correspondence,  and  I  know  what  a  meeting  will  do.  I 
know  how  quickly  you  can  settle  matters  in  a  meeting  that  will  take  weeks 
to  settle  by  ccrerspondence,  and  I  think  it  is  the  proper  thing  to  do,  if  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say  it.  But  certainly  a  gcod  deal  more  time  will  have  to  be 
given  and  much  more  consideration  to  a  book  that  is  going  to  be  helpful  to 
all  the  institutions  in  the  United  States  teaching  pharmacy. 

Mr.  RusbY:  I  think.  Prof.  Remington,  I  should  state  this  syllabus 
is  fcr  a  three  years'  course,  and  it  is  absolutely  impossible  in  a  two  years' 
cours'j. 

Vice-President  Clark:  I  should  like  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  we  are  considering  this  report  of  the  Syllabus  Committee  on  pharma- 


ceutical  syllabus.  This  report  is  rather  lengthy.  You  will  find  that  there 
are  certatin  recommendations  made  here.  These  recommendations  are  the 
result  of  the  investigations  of  the  committee.  The  matter  contained  in  the 
first  pages  is  of  really  no  great  importance  to  us  here  right  now,  but  we  must 
settle  the  questions  of  these  recommendations  and  the  adoption  of  the 
report.  We  might  read  these  recommendations  of  the  committee  over  again 
so  that  we  might  take  that  up.  There  are  five  or  six  or  seven  recommenda- 
tions made  by  this  committee  to  us.  We  will  read  them  over  once,  and  if 
we  want  to  take  them  up  one  at  a  time  we  can  do  so. 

Secretary  Johnson:  (Reading.)  "First,  tha':  the  representa- 
tives on  the  National  Committee  be  appointed  to  succeed  those  whose  terms 
expire  by  limitation  or  resignation." 

Mr.  Rusby:     That  is  provided  for. 

Secretary  Johnson:  (Reading.)  "Second,  that  the  annual 
appropriation  for  expenses  of  the  original  committee  be  authorized." 

Mr.  WhelpleY:     What  is  the  annual  expense? 

Mr.  Koch:     Twenty-five  dollars. 

Secretary  Johnson:  (Reading.)  "Third,  that  the  following 
recommendations  of  the  National  Committee  be  approved:  (a),  the 
assignment  of  400  hours  in  a  two  years'  course  in  materia  medica  as 
recommended  by  the  chairman  of  the  sub-committee.  (b).  the  assign- 
ment of  400  hours  in  a  two  years'  course  in  pharmacy  as  »-<>commended." 

Mr.  Rusby:  Permit  me  to  say  that  necessitates  a  1,200  hour 
course. 

Mr.  Koch:     It  necessitates  the  passing  of  this  other  resolution. 

Secretary  Johnson:  (Reading.)  "(c).  The  additional  100 
hours  in  materia  medica  and  in  pharmacy  be  selected  by  the  faculties  v>^ith 
alternative    questions    by    the   boards.       (d).      The    minimum    two   years' 


Mr.  Whelpley:     I  do  not  understand  that. 

Mr.  Koch:     That  is  Taylor's  phraseology. 

Mr.  Busby:  Mr.  Chairman,  I  can  explain  that  very  quickly.  The 
300  hours  that  are  now  allowed  are  apportioned  so  manv  hours  for  physi- 
ology, so  many  hours  for  microscopy  and  so  on.  The  idea  is  that  this 
extra  hundred  hours  should  not  be  any  such  requirement.  The  teachers  in 
the  different  schools  can  use  it  as  they  see  fit,  so  as  to  give  individual 
opportunity. 

Secretary  Johnson:     (Reading.)     "(d.)     The  minimum  two 

years'  course  leading  to  the  degree  of  Ph.  G.  becomes  a  1 ,200  hour  course 
for  the  second  syllabus  period,  1915-1920.  4.  That  the  American 
Conference  of  Pharmaceutical  Faculties  become  responsible  for  advance 
subscriptions  to  the  number  of  100  copies  of  the  syllabus  for  distribution 
through  the  Secretary  of  the  National  Committee  to  similar  associations 
in  this  and  other  countries." 
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Vice-President  Clark:  These  are  the  subjects  that  are  really 
before  us,  these  are  the  recommendations. 

Mr.  Anderson:  I  wish  to  ask  as  a  point  of  information  if  that  is 
a  report  from  the  committee  of  twenty-one  or  from  the  Executive  Com- 
mittee. 

Vice-President  Clark:  Neither,  a  report  of  the  Syllabus  Com- 
mittee of  the  Conference. 

Mr.  Rusby:  That  is  the  report  from  the  committee  of  twenty-one; 
three  persons  were  designated  to  present  the  reports  for  thai  committee,  one 
for  the  boards,  and  one  for  the  Conference  and  one  for  the  Section  on 
Education  and  Legislation.  I  presented  the  report  for  the  committee.  It 
is  a  report  of  progress,  that  is  all. 

Mr.  Anderson:  If  that  is  Dr.  Rusby's  report,  I  would  ask  that 
he  insert  in  the  report  that  resolution  adopted  by  the  Executive  Committee 
in  Albany.  I  believe  if  that  was  inserted  in  the  report  and  we  should  act 
upon  that,  adopt  that  with  the  other  recommendations,  we  have  accom- 
plished the  purpose  of  providing  for  a  meeting  of  the  committee  of  twenty- 
one  for  the  final  revision. 

Mr.  Rusby:  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  care  to  do  that, 
because  there  is  a  great  difference  of  opinion.  Dr.  Anderson  thinks  one 
thing  and  some  of  the  others  who  were  there  think  a  different  thing.  I 
think  I  agree  perfectly  with  Prof.  Anderson  that  that  ought  to  be  done 
and  whether  it  is  in  that  report  or  not,  I  think  if  Prof.  Anderson  will  make 
the  motion  that  that  be  mserted  there,  or  that  that  action  be  taken,  I  will 
second  it.  but  I  won't  put  it  into  that  report  when  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  is  so  or  not.     I  really  did  not  know. 

Vice-President  Clark:  As  I  understand  the  situation,  this  is  a 
repcr':  of  the  Syllabus  Committee  of  the  Conference,  is  it? 

Mr.  Rusby:     Yes.  sir. 

WiR.  Rusby  :  I  think  some  of  the  speakers  have  forgotten  that  we 
can  only  recommend,  it  is  our  opinion  such  and  such  should  be  done, 
because  there  are  two  other  bodies  which  have  to  agree  to  that. 

Mr.  Bradley:  I  was  a  member  of  that  Albany  meeting.  I  am 
pretty  sure  that  Mr.  Anderson's  recollection  of  it  is  entirely  correct.  I  will 
be  glad  to  second  his  motion  if  he  makes  it  a  separate  motion. 

Mr.  Rusby  :     I  accept  the  correction. 

Mr.  Bradley:  It  seems  to  me  that  we  cannot  do  much  with  that 
report.     It  is  only  a  report  of  progress. 

A  Member:  There  are  four  items  there  that  need  attention,  first 
the  representation  on  the  committee  of  twenty-one,  are  we  bearing  our  share 
of  the  expense  of  $25  a  year?     I  would  like  to  move  that  we  continue  that. 

Mr.  Koch:     That  is  provided  for. 

Mr.  Bradley:  That  is  provided  for.  Thirdly,  the  matter  of 
i  ,200  hours.      That  is  provided   for  in  the  separate   resolution  presented 
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here  tonight  so  that  it  does  not  need  to  be  acted  upon.  The  fourth  item 
is  that  there  be  a  hundred  copies  subscribed  for  by  this  association.  It 
does  not  appear  to  me  that  that  is  going  to  be  ready  within  the  next  year, 
I  do  not  see  any  necessity  for  our  pledging  ourselves  to  that.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  syllabus  will  be  published  between  now  and  the  next  meeting 
of  this  Conference,  so  that  I  think  all  that  is  necessary  with  that  report  is 
the  motion  that  we  receive  it. 

Vice-President  Clark:    That  is  my  idea  of  the  whole  thing. 

Mr.  Bradley:  I  make  the  motion  that  we  receive  that  report  with- 
out further  action  on  it. 

The  motion  was  duly  seconded  and,  upon  being  put,  carried  without 
dissent. 

Mr.  Anderson:  In  this  connection  I  would  like  to  move  that  it  is 
the  sense  of  the  Conference  of  Teaching  Faculties  that  the  final  revision  of 
the  Pharmaceutical  Syllabus  be  made  at  a  meeting  of  the  committee  of 
twenty-one  to  be  called  for  that  purpose  and  all  material  to  finally  remain 
in  the  syllabus,  the  hours  to  be  assigned,  to  be  decided  at  such  a  meeting. 

Mr.  Bradley:  Concerning  that  motion  I  want  to  say  that  I  was  a 
member  of  that  original  committee  of  twenty-one.  I  stayed  in  it  four  years, 
and  in  the  end  I  withdrew  because  the  methods  of  conducting  business  were 
such  that  it  was  impossible  to  put  through  what  I  considered  necessary  to 
get  matters  before  the  whole  committee.  I  was  unwilling  to  stand  respon- 
sible for  things  that  appeared  as  coming  from  the  sub-committee  of  which 
I  was  a  member.     I  think  Dr.  Anderson's  motion  is  very  necessary. 

Vice-President  Clark:    You  Second  the  motion? 

Mr.  Bradley:    I  do. 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  motion  is  quite  lengthy.  Is  it 
necessary  to  repeat  it?  Are  there  any  remarks  upon  it?  If  anybody 
wishes  to  speak  on  the  subject  we  will  repeat  the  motion  before  taking  the 
vote  upon  it. 

Mr.  WhelpleY:  I  desire  only  to  emphasize  the  necessity  of  a 
revision  as  provided  for  through  an  actual  meeting  of  the  committee.  The 
idea  of  a  syllabus  is  certainly  approved  by  all,  but  I  doubt  if  there  are 
very  many  members  of  this  Conference  who  are  not  really  ashamed  of  the 
volume  that  we  pretend  to  endorse  and  live  up  to. 

The  question  was  here  called  for.  The  motion  was  read  by  the 
stenographer,  and,  on  being  put,  carried  unanimously,  and  it  was  so 
ordered. 

Vice-President  Clark:  Now  we  will  come  back  to  this  resolu- 
tion of  the  report  of  the  committee  on  requirements  for  entrance. 

Mr.  SaYRE:  The  committee  to  whom  was  assigned  this  last  resolu- 
tion, the  committee  consisting  of  two  members  in  your  appointment,  would 
report  that  it  is  revised  in  this  way,  and  I  am  permitted  to  say  that  m  case 
the  Conference  should  not  approve  of  this  the  other  member  of  the  com- 
mittee hopes  that  the  resolution  as  read  will  be  adopted ;  the  original  motion. 

34 


i 


I  submit  then  this  revision,  that  evidence  of  the  satisfactory  comple- 
tion of  education  beyond  the  eighth  grade,  the  equivalent  of  fifteen  counts, 
shall  be  required  of  each  student.  A  count  shall  consist  of  one  hour's 
instruction  per  week  for  a  school  year  of  not  less  than  36  weeks. 

Now  the  paragraph  following,  the  maximum  number  of  counts 
allowed  in  one  branch  will  not  exceed  four,  will  be  stricken  out,  and  sub- 
stitute this:  These  fifteen  counts  to  be  distributed  among  the  following 
subjects,  English  at  least  four  counts  required,  the  remaimng  counts  to  be 
distributed  among  three  of  the  following  subjects.  Algebra,  Language 
other  than  English,  Science,  General  History,  Commercial  Geography, 
Bookkeeping. 

Mr.  Bradley:     I  move  the  adoption  of  the  original  resolution. 

Mr.  Whelpley:     I  second  the  motion. 

Mr.  Caspari:  I  do  not  know  whether  I  listened  with  sufficent 
attention,  but  it  seems  to  me  I  missed  the  word  "Arithmetic"  in  there, 
which  is  very  important,  more  important  than  Algebra.  We  require  both 
Arithmetic  and  Algebra  in  our  college. 

Mr.  Sayre:  You  will  notice  Algebra  is  mentioned  there  but  Arith- 
metic is  not  taught  in  the  high  schools. 

Mr.  Caspari  :  It  does  not  make  any  difference  whether  it  is  taught 
there  or  not,  a  student  should  never  be  admitted  to  any  school  of  pharmacy 
unless  he  has  passed  Arithmetic  to  percentage. 

Mr.  Day:     We  have  not  mentioned  the  grammar  school  branches. 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  motion  before  us  is  the  adoption  of 
the  original  resolution.     The  motion  has  been  seconded. 

A  Delegate:     Won't  you  read  it  please? 

Vice-President  Clark:  Prof.  Sayre,  read  the  original  motion 
once  more. 

Mr.  Sayre:      (Reads  motion  again.) 

Mr.  Remington:  Why  rot  say  eighth  grade  of  the  grammar 
school? 

Mr.  Sayre:     Do  you  want  me  to  read  this? 

Vice-President  Clark:     Read  the  original  motion. 

Mr.  Koch:     He  said  the  eighth  grade. 

Mr.  Sayre  :     Prof.  Remington  cannot  understand  this  paragraph. 

Mr.  Remington  :     I  want  to  be  explicit,  that  is  all. 

Mr.  Sayre :  (Reading.)  "That  evidence  of  satisfactory  comple- 
tion beyond  the  eighth  grade,  equivalent  to  fifteen  counts,  shall  be  required 
of  each  student.  A  count  shall  consist  of  one  hour  of  instruction  per  week 
for  a  school  year  of  not  less  than  36  weeks.  The  maximum  number  of 
counts  in  any  one  branch  shall  not  exceed  four. 

(The  question   was   here   called    for.) 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  this 
original  resolution.     Any  remarks? 
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Mr.  CaSPARI:  I  want  to  ask  Prof.  Sayre  whether  these  fifteen 
counts  are  supposed  to  be  the  equivalent  of  one  year  high  school. 

Mr.  Sayre:    Yes. 

Mr.  CasPARI  :  I  went  to  high  school  myself  once  upon  a  time,  and 
we  went  five  days  in  the  week  and  five  hours  a  day.  That  made  twenty- 
five  hours. 

Mr.  Sayre:     How  long  ago  was  that? 

Mr.  Caspari  :     About  twenty  years. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  They  give  five  days  in  the  week  now,  and  they  have 
five  hours  a  day. 

Mr.  Koch:  They  do  not  give  five  hours  a  day.  The  hours  are 
from  9  to  1  2  and  then  from  about  a  quarter  to  1  to  a  quarter  after  2  in 
Pittsburg. 

(The  question  was  here  called  for.) 

The  question  was  here  put  on  the  original  resolution,  and  the  same 
was  declared  carried. 

Mr.  WhelpLEY:  I  move  that  this  requirement  take  effect  with  the 
session  1913-1914. 

This  motion  was  duly  seconded. 

Vice-President  Clark:      Is  there  any  discussion  on  this  motion? 

The  motion  was  put  and  declared  carried. 

Vice-President  Clark:  That  disposes  then,  I  believe,  entirely 
of  the  report  of  this  committee.  The  next  thing  on  the  program  is  the  con- 
sideration of  unfinished  business. 

Mr.  Whelpley:  Do  you  want  the  report  of  the  Nominating 
Committee  ? 

Vice-President  Clark  :  That  comes  just  before  election.  There 
seems  to  be  no  unfinished  business,  so  we  will  pass  on  to  miscellaneous 
business.  In  this  connection  we  have  this  communication  from  A.  S. 
Downing,  assistant  commissioner  of  education. 

Secretary  Johnson  read  the  communication,  which  is  as  follows: 

Albany,  N.  Y..  July  3,   1912. 
Mr.   Julius   A.    Koch, 

Bluff   and    Pride    Streets, 
Pittsburs,  Pa. 
Dear  Sir: 

A  meeting  of  the  Pharmacy  Council  of  the  State  of  New  York  was  held 
at  the  Education  Department,  May  17,  1912,  and  an  adjourned  meeting-  at 
Rochester,  June   24,   1912. 

At  the  adjourned  meeting,  after  careful  consideration  of  the  recom- 
mendations to  the  Regents  regarding  the  registration  of  degrees  in  phar- 
macy,   the   Council    formally   adopted   the   following   resolution: 

'•Resolved,  That  the  Pharmacy  Council  of  the  State  of  New  York, 
composed  of  the  deans  of  all  the  pharmacy  schools  of  the  State,  request  the 
American  Conference  of  Pharmaceutical  Faculties  to  Increase  the  number 
of  hours  required  for  the  minimum  two-year  course  leading  to  the  degree 
of  Ph.  G.  to  1,200  hours,  to  be  divided  in  the  ratio  of  600  hours  of  recita- 
tion   to   600   hours   of   laboratory." 

In  accord  with  this  resolution  I  bring  the  matter  to  your  attention 
with   the  request   that  you    present   the   same   to   the   American   Conference 
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of  Pharmaceutical  Faculties  at  its  coming  meeting  in  Denver,  August  20, 
1912.  Dean  Rusby  and  Dean  Anderson  will  represent  the  New  York  Phar- 
macy  Council    at   that   meeting. 

Verv    respectfully    yours, 

A.    S.    DOWNING, 
First   Assistant   Commissioner   of   Education. 

Vice-President  Clark:     This  communication  is  now  before  you. 

Mr.  Caspari:     Is  it  proposed  to  take  action  on  that  request? 

Vice-President  Clark:    I  believe  so,  if  you  wish  to. 

Mr.  Caspari  :  It  seems  to  me  in  the  request  made  there  for  the 
1 ,200  hours  there  is  pretty  bad  proportion  between  the  lecture  and  recita- 
tions and  laboratory,  600  each.  If  it  were  800  hours  laboratory  and  400 
lectures  and  recitations  that  would  be  not  only  more  in  keeping  with  prac- 
tice but  more  in  keeping  with  actual  utility.  I  do  not  think  any  teacher  in 
a  college  of  pharmacy  will  admit  that  600  hours  laboratory  will  suit  600 
hours  lectures.  If  we  have  600  hours  lectures  we  should  have  at  least  900 
or  a  thousand  hours  laboratory. 

Mr.  Rusby  :  The  reason  this  was  done  when  this  council  met  and 
compared  notes  they  discovered  that  was  not  the  case  not  only  with  them- 
selves, but  they  obtained  information  from  other  schools.  They  found 
that  the  ratio  of  laboratory  and  lecture  hours  as  alreadj-  prescribed  was 
too  great,  that  you  must  have  more  time  for  lectures  and  recitations,  not 
for  lectures  alone. 

Mr.  Whelpley:     No,  I  understand  thai:. 

Mr.  Rusby:  That  doubles  the  work.  If  it  were  all  chemistry 
that  would  be  ore  thing,  but  there  are  some  subjects  taught  in  the  school 
of  pharmacy  which  do  not  call  for  any  laboratory  work  whatever.  Some 
teach  arithmetic,  some  teach  pharmaceutical  Latin,  and  we  believe  it  is 
unwise  to  compel  the  schools  to  adhere  to  a  ratio  that  is  found  in  practice 
was  not  satisfactory.  That  is  the  reason  we  asked  that  that  should  be 
done,  and  that  is  the  reason  that  we  asked  that  these  extra  long  hour^s 
should  be  left  optional  and  selective,  so  that  the  school  could  do  as  it 
chose.  Those  who  wanted  more  laboratory  work  could  use  it,  and  those 
who  wanted  more  lecture  work  could  use  it  in  that  way. 

Mr.  Whelpley:  If  such  a  recommendation  as  this  were  to  be 
adopted  and  made  obligatory  on  the  members  of  this  Conference,  our 
schools,  for  one,  would  be  out  of  it  entirely.  We  do  not  give  600  hours 
lectures  and  recitations,  but  we  give  nearly  1,300  hours  total,  the  bulk  of  it 
being  laboratory  instruction,  and,  if  I  remember  correctly,  just  thinking 
of  it  off  hand,  I  think  we  have  450  hours  lecture  and  recitations. 

Vice-President  Clark:  Do  you  want  to  do  anything  with  this 
report  ? 

Mr.  Remington:  I  would  like  to  ask  why  it  should  not  be  left 
just  1,200  hours?     Is  it  necessary  to  specify  how  it  should  be  divided? 

Mr.  Rusby:  Prof.  Anderson  agrees  with  me  that  that  would  be 
preferable,  just  make  it  1 ,200  hours  and  say  nothing  about  the  600  hours. 
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Vice-President  Clark:    Do  you  wish  to  make  that  as  a  motion? 

There  is  no  motion  before  the  house.     Do  you  make  that  as  a  motion? 

Mr.  Schneider:     Dr.  Rusby  made  it.     I  second  il. 

Vice-President  Clark:     The  Secretary  will  read  it  once  more. 

Secretary  Johnson:  The  resolution  will  then  read:  "Resolved, 
That  the  Pharmacy  Council  of  the  State  of  New  York,  composed  of  the 
deans  of  all  the  pharmaceutical  schools  of  the  state  request  the  American 
Conference  of  Pharmaceutical  Faculties  to  increase  the  number  of  hours 
for  the  maximum  two  years'  course  leading  to  the  degree  of  Ph.  G.  to 
1,200  hours." 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  motion  is  for  the  adoption  of  the 
resolution  as  just  read.     Are  there  any  further  remarks  on  the  question? 

Mr.  Koch:  Mr.  Chairman,  we  cannot  adopt  a  resolution  of  that 
kind. 

Vice-President  Clark:     I  mean  Prof.  Schneider's  resolution. 

Mr.  Whelpley:  I  would  like  to  ask  why  this  is  limited  to  the 
degree  of  Ph.  G.  I  believe  there  are  some  institutions  that  do  not  confer 
the  degree  of  Ph.  G.  at  all,  and  I  believe  there  are  some  institutions  that 
confer  it  on  twelve  weeks'  instruction,  and  belong  to  the  conference. 

Mr.  Rusby :  A  two  years'  course?  I  think  thai  is  an  oversight 
putting  that  in — the  present  course. 

Vice-President  Clark:  A  two  years'  course,  striking  out  "lead- 
ing to  the  degree  of  Ph.  G." 

Secretary  Johnson  :    Leading  to  a  degree. 

Mr.  Rusby  :     The  present  two  years'  course. 

Mr.  KocH:  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  we  ought  to  have  a  new 
resolution.  We  ought  to  adopt  a  resolution.  If  we  are  going  simply  to 
subscribe  to  these  sentiments,  that  is  a  different  thing.     I  think  we  have 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  council  formally  adopted  the  fol- 
lowing resolution 

Mr.  KocH:     The  council  did;  we  did  not. 

Vice-President  Clark:  They  are  requesting  us  to  adopt  this 
resolution. 

Mr.  Rusby  :  I  move,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  request  that  the  course 
be  extended  to  1 ,200  hours  be  granted. 

Mr.  Whelpley :     No,  make  it  definite.     If  you  make  that  motion. 

Mr.  Rusby  :     Then  we  are  adopting  the  request  as  stated. 

Mr.  KocH:  Does  this  not  require  an  amendment  of  the  By-Laws? 
Our  By-Laws  call  for  1,1 00  hours  now. 

Mr.  Rusby:  I  do  not  like  to  make  a  motion  on  this  because  I  pre- 
sented the  thing.  I  think  it  is  up  to  the  Conference  now  to  make  the 
motion. 

Mr.  KocH:  I  will  be  willing  to  make  a  motion.  I  move  that  we 
amend  our  By-Laws  to  make  the  minimum  course  of  instruction  1 ,200 
hours. 
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This  motion  was  duly  seconded. 

Mr.  WheLPLEY:  That  applies  to  all  degrees. 

Mr.  Koch:     That  is  our  minimum  two  years'  course. 

Mr.  Whelpley:     Minimum  in  any  degree  that  a  school  gives? 

Mr.  Koch:     Yes,  sir. 

Vice-President  Clark:     You  withdraw  your  motion? 

Mr.  Rusby:     Yes. 

Vice-President  Clark  : .  Prof.  Koch,  read  that  section  covering 
the  point  now. 

Mr.  Koch:  Section  IV  of  Article  7  of  the  By-Laws  reads  as 
follows : 

"The  institution  shall  require  of  each  candidate  for  graduation  not 
less  than  500  hours  given  to  lectures  and  recitations,  and  not  less  than 
600  hours  of  laboratory  work ;  such  work  to  be  given  in  a  period  of  not 
less  than  50  weeks,  occupying  two  full  years,  and  at  least  two  months 
should  elapse  between  these  two  years." 

Mr.  Remington:  Alter  that  from  600  to  700  and  then  you  have 
got  it. 

Mr.  Koch:  If  you  are  going  to  apportion  it;  or  if  you  are  not 
going  to  apportion  it,  the  sense  seemed  to  be  not  to  apportion  it,  but  to  say 
1 ,200  hours.  Then  we  should  have  to  say  the  institution  shall  require 
not  less  than  1 ,200  hours  of  instruction. 

Mr.  Bradley:  I  think  right  there  we  should  say  not  less  than  500 
should  be  lectures  and  recitations,  otherwise  we  are  allowing  for  a  course 
of  all  laboratory  work.  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  specify  it  exactly,  but 
we  should  put  a  minimum  amount  on  the  lecture  and  recitation.  We 
might  give  700  lecture  and  recitation  and  500  of  laboratory  all  right,  or 
500  lecture  and  recitation  and  700  laboratory,  but  we  must  have  not  less 
than  500  lecture  and  recitation. 

Mr.  Koch  :  I  think  I  would  like  to  withdraw  my  motion.  I  move 
that  a  committee  be  appointed  to  provide  for  a  revision  of  our  By-Laws 
for  this  purpose. 

Mr.  Whelpley:     I  think  we  can  settle  this  right  here, 

Mr.  Koch:  We  can  settle  it  but  somebody  ought  to  go  out  and 
do  it.     We  ought  not  to  try  to  do  it  this  way. 

Mr.  Whelpley:    Yes,  we  can  do  it. 
Mr.    Koch:     Will  you  do  it  then? 

Vice-President  Clark:  Mr.  Bradley,  will  you  put  that  in  the 
form  of  a  motion? 

Mr.  Whelpley:      I  think,  Mr.  President,  I  will  attempt 

Vice-President  Clark:    I  just  asked  for  Mr.  Bradley. 
Mr.  Whelpley:     Then  I  will  change  my  motion. 

Vice-President   Clark:     I   think  he  is  preparing  it,   so  that 


your- 


39 


Mr.  WhelpLEY:  The  chairtnan  of  the  Executive  Committee 
asked  me,  that  was  all.  I  did  not  know  somebody  else  was  preparing  it. 
I  am  very  glad  to  know  it,  though.      (Laughter.) 

Mr.  Schneider:  While  we  are  waiting  I  would  Hke  to  suggest  a 
motion  that  would  be  all  right. 

Vice-President  Clark:     Under  miscellaneous  business? 

Mr.  Schneider:  Yes.  I  would  like  very  much  to  have  the  chair 
appoint  a  committee  of  three  to  draw  up  a  model  curriculum  of  study  for 
a  model  college  of  pharmacy,  to  be  presented  at  the  next  annual  meeting 
for  consideration.  I  think  it  would  help  us  a  great  deal  in  unifying,  a  first 
attempt  perhaps,  to  unify  the  course  of  instruction.  I  understand  the 
syllabus  looks  in  that  direction.  This  would  be  a  very  simple  matter  and 
we  could  get  at  the  real  value  of  the  syllabus  more  readily  in  that  way. 
This  is  merely  a  suggestion  and  not 

Mr.  Whelpley:     For  a  two  years'  course? 

Mr.  Schneider:  For  a  two  years'  course  or  a  three  vears'  course, 
whichever  is  desirable. 

Vice-President  Clark:  We  might  take  that  up  under  the  next 
item  of  new  business. 

Mr.  Bradley:  I  will  read  the  way  this  provision  has  been  first. 
"The  institution  shall  require  of  each  candidate  for  graduation  not  less  than 
500  hours  given  to  lectures  and  recitations  and  not  less  than  600  hours 
laboratory."  The  rest  of  the  clause  is  not  to  be  changed.  I  will  read 
it  all  now.  I  strike  out  the  words  "500  hours  to  be  given  to  lectures  and 
recitations  and  not  less  than  600  hours  of  laboratory."  I  have  struck 
those  words  out  and  in  their  place  I  put  this,  and  I  very  carefully  read  it. 
"The  institution  shall  require  not  less  than  1 ,200  hours  of  instruction,  oi 
which  at  least  500  hours  shall  consist  of  lectures  and  recitations.  Such 
work  must  be  given  in  periods  of  not  less  than  50  weeks  occupying  two  full 
years  and  at  least  two  months  should  elapse  between  those  two  years." 

Mr.  Anderson:     I  move  the  adoption  of  that. 

Mr.  Koch:     I  second  the  motion. 

Vice-President  Clark:  It  is  moved  and  seconded  that  this 
amendment  to  the  By-Laws  be  adopted.     Any  further  remarks? 

(The  question  was  called  for.) 

The  question  was  put  and  carried  without  dissent. 

Mr.  Whelpley:  I  move  that  it  is  understood  that  this  require- 
ment applies  to  all  degrees  conferred  by  the  institutions. 

Mr.  Bradley:     On  a  two-year  course. 

Mr.  Whelpley:  If  it  applies  on  a  two-year  course  it  must  on  a 
three  or  four. 

Mr.  Rusby:     I  would  like  to  understand  the  force  of  it. 

Vice-President  Clark:  If  it  is  seconded — I  have  heard  no 
second  yet. 

Mr.  Koch:     I  second  it. 
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Mr.  Whelpley:  One  of  the  members  of  the  Conference  confers 
the  degree  of  graduate  in  pharmacy  on  two  courses  of  six  weeks  each. 

Mr.  Rusby:  I  do  not  know  as  I  understood  in  making  that  motion 
but  that  would  commit  this  Conference  to  an  endorsement  of  the  giving  of 
a  degree  of  Doctor  of  Pharmacy,  for  instance  for  a  two  years'  course. 

Mr.  Whelpley:  No,  this  is  a  minimum  requirement.  That  is 
merely  an  interpretation  that  it  applies  to  all  degrees  conferred.  When  I 
asked  the  dean  of  the  school  that  confers  this  why  that  was  done  he 
stated  they  did  not  require  any  recognition  of  that  degree.  Perhaps  Prof. 
Sayre  has  something  to  say  on  the  subject. 

Vice-President  Clark:  Is  there  a  second  then  to  Dr.  Whelpley's 
motion  ? 

The  motion  was  seconded. 

Vice-President  Clark:  It  has  been  moved  and  seconded  then. 
Dr.  Whelpley,  that  this  requirement  apply  to  all  degrees  given  in  a  two 
years'  course. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  I  was  talking  about  tomorrow's  program,  and  have 
been  pretty  busy,  and  a  few  minutes  ago  I  had  to  withdraw  myself  to  talk 
to  a  friend  outside  and  I  must  apologize,  but  I  do  not  know  what  you  are 
talking  about. 

Vice-President  Clark:  Dr.  Whelpley  has  moved  that  this 
amendment  to  the  By-Laws  just  be  adopted  increasing  the  hours  of  instruc- 
tion shall  apply  to  all  degrees  given  by  an  institution.  I  believe  that  is  the 
sense  of  ii. 

Mr.  Whelpley:     In  all  degrees  conferred  by  the  mstitution. 

Vice-President  Clark:  All  degrees  conferred  by  the  institution 
for  a  two  years'  course. 

Mr.  Whelpley:     Leave  off  that  two  years'  course. 

Vice-President  Clark:     By  the  institution,  yes. 

Mr.  Sayre :     How  does  that  apply  to  my  resolution? 

Mr.  Whelpley:      It  does  not  apply  to  your  resolution. 

Mr.  Sayre:      But  I  thought  you  called  upon  me  to 

Vice-President  Clark:  Dr.  Whelpley  said  you  might  have 
something  to  say  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Sayre:  I  object  to  that  if  that  is  what  you  would  Hke,  my 
opinion  on  that. 

Vice-President  Clark:  Dr.  Whelpley  said  you  might  have 
something    to    say. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  I  am  glad  to  express  an  opinion,  and  rather  than  to 
delay  the  discussion  I  would  say  that  I  would  vote  against  it  decidedly, 
that  so  many  hours  shall  constitute  the  work  for  any  degree  that  an  institu- 
tion shall  give,  a  school  or  college,  that  would  mean  that  that  would  apply 
to  Ph.  G.,  Ph.  C,  B.  S.  or  Ph.  D.     I  think  that  would  be  absurd. 

Mr.    KocH:      You  did   not  understand  it. 

Mr.  Sayre  :     Perhaps  I  did  not  understand  it. 
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Vice-President  Clark:  We  adopted  an  amendment  to  the 
By-Laws  which  says  that  the  minimum  amount  shall  be  1 ,200  hours 
mstead  of   1,1  00  hours  for  a  two  years'  course. 

Mr.  Sayre:     Yes,  sir;  I  agree  to  that. 

Vice-President  Clark:  Dr.  Whelpley  now  has  moved  that  this 
requirement  apply  to  all  degrees  given  in  a  school. 

Mr.  Sayre :     All  degrees  given  by  any  school? 

Vice-Presidnt  Clark:     Any  pharmacy  school. 

Mr.  Sayre  :     For  a  two  years'  course,  yes. 

Mr.  Whelpley:  No,  you  keep  putting  in  that  two  years'  course. 
The  situation  is  exactly  this:  The  Kansas  University  School  of  Pharmacy 
confers  the  degree  of  graduate  in  pharmacy  upon  students  who  attend  two 
courses  of  six  weeks  each.  If  my  motion  prevails,  they  would  not  be 
permitted  to  do  that. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  I  hope  Professor  Whelpley  will  inform  himself  as  to 
the  work  of  the  Kansas  University  before  he  makes  any  such  statement  as 
that. 

Mr.  Whelpley:  I  would  say  that  I  had  a  conversation  with  Pro- 
fessor Sayre,  and  while  I  did  not  feel  I  was  fully  informed,  in  speaking 
with  him  he  referred  me  to  Mr.  Havenhill,  and  that  is  what  I  understood 
from  him.      I  will  ask  Mr.  Havenhill  if  I  am  not  correct. 

Vice-President  Clark:  Are  there  any  further  remarks  upon 
this  question? 

Mr.  Whelpley:      We  do  not  want  to  pass  this  over  lightly. 

Mr.  Havenhill:  That  statement  is  not  quite  correct,  I  think,  in 
its  entirety.  They  have  instituted  a  new  course,  a  correspondence  course, 
in  the  University  of  Kansas,  in  the  correspondence  department  of  that  Uni- 
versity, which  requires  the  completion  of  a  certain  number  of  assignments. 
These  assignments  cannot  possibly  be  completed  in  less  than  two  years 
of  conscientious  work,  and  when  those  certain  number  of  assignments  are 
completed  it  is  still  required  that  the  candidates  shall  attend  two  courses  of 
six  weeks  each  in  residence  before  they  get  a  degree,  making  the  time  some- 
thing over  two  years,  at  least  not  less  than  that.  It  is  not  possible  for  them 
to  get  a  degree  in  less  than  two  years'  time.  But  in  that  time  only  1 2 
weeks'  residence  is  required. 

Mr.  RuSBY:  Right  in  contravention  of  our  constitution  and  by- 
laws. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  That  work  is  taken  up  by  the  extension  department 
of  the  University,  and  is  connected  with  the  course,  so  to  speak,  the  reg- 
ular course  of  the  school  of  pharmacy,  but  it  is  under  the  supervision  of 
the  extension  department,  and  they  have  agreed  to  give  the  title  of  Ph.  G. 
for  those  who  will  do  this  work  and  accomplish  that  amount  of  work  in 
residence.  The  only  recognized  course  in  the  School  of  Pharmacy  is  the 
Ph.  C.  course,  which  is  a  two  years'  course  of  40  weeks  each,  and,  as 
published  in  the  catalogue,  or  a  three  years'  course  which  will  be  distributed 
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as  the  student  may  desire,  and  the  same  degree,  namely.  Ph.  C,  for  it. 
Those  are  the  degrees  that  are  recognized  as  the  regular  degrees  of  the 
school  of  pharamacy  of  the  University  of  Kansas.  The  other  correspond- 
ence is  taken  up  by  the  extension  department  of  the  University. 

Mr.  AsheR:     Is  there  any  diploma  issued? 

Mr.  Sayre:  The  question  is  whether  it  will  be  or  not.  This  course 
has  been  recommended  by  the  extension  department.  Just  what  will  be 
the  outcome  of  it  we  do  not  know,  and  as  I  was  saying  to  Professor  Whelp- 
ley  today,  we  seemed  obliged  under  the  present  conditions  that  exist  in 
the  state  of  Kansas  to  do  something  for  the  apprentice,  and  this  meets  a 
certain  condition  there  which  has  been  recommended  by  the  extension 
department.  Now,  as  I  stated,  I  want  to  restate  what  I  said,  that  the 
regular  course  recognized  by  the  University  as  giving  a  regular  degree  is 
Ph.  C,  which  has  always  been  given  by  the  University.  That  is  the 
same  as  other  university  extension  course  degrees  are  given.  It  is  all  done 
by  the  extension  department.  No  certificates  have  as  yet  been  issued, 
and  it  is  for  this  Conference  to  put  its  disapproval  upon  it  if  they  desire. 

Mr.  Caspari:  May  I  ask  Prof.  Sayre  two  questions,  Mr.  Chair- 
man? 

Vice-President  Clark:     Yes,  sir;  you  have  my  permission. 

Mr.  Caspari:  Of  course  I  do  not  want  to  do  it  unless  I  have  the 
permission  of  the  Conference.  I  simply  want  to  ask  whether  this  course 
has  already  been  started,  whether  you  have  six  weeks  instruction.  That  is 
the  one  question. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  Prof.  Havenhill  is  regarded,  I  believe,  as  dean  of  that 
departmeni,  and  I  should  rather  he  would  answer  those  questions.  I  am 
simply  an  instructor  in  that  department.  Thus  far  I  have  sent  out,  I 
believe,  ten  assignments  in  materia  medica,  and  we  have,  so  far  as  I  know, 
but  three  students  in  materia  medica.  We  have  sent  out,  therefore,  three 
sets  of  papers  on  materia  medica. 

Mr.  Caspari:  I  ask  Prof.  Havenhill  then  whether  this  course  of 
six  weeks  residence  at  the  University  has  already  been  in  operation. 

Mr.  Havenhill:  We  started  this  course  about  two  years  ago. 
We  had  some  enrollments,  those  students  have  been  working  away  regu- 
larly, doing  very  good  work.  Two  years  have  elapsed.  None  has  yet 
completed  the  requirements  for  graduation.  That  is  as  far  as  we  have 
gotten.     No  one  is  nearer  than  one  year  and  six  months,  possibly. 

Mr.  Caspari  :  That  was  one  question.  The  other  question  w'as 
what  are  ycur  principal  requirements  for  admission  to  that  course? 

Mr.  Havenhill:  The  requirements  are  simply  the  ability  to 
carry  on  the  work  in  an  acceptable  manner. 

Mr.  Caspari:     That  is  all  I  wanted  to  know. 

Mr.  Rusby:  I  would  like  to  ask  a  question.  Would  that  school 
which  does  the  work,  or  that  department  which  does  that  work,  call  it  by 
whatever  name  you  want,  have  a  membership  in  this  conference  by  virtue 
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of  the  school  of  pharmacy  of  that  university  having  a  membership  in  the 
Conference  ? 

Mr.  KocH:  Is  this  instruction  given  in  a  school  of  pharmacy 
of  the  University  of  Kansas? 

Mr.  Sayre  :  Part  of  the  instruction  is  given  in  the  school  of  phar- 
macy. 

Mr.  Koch:     Then  I  would  say  it  was  a  part  of  it. 

Mr.  WhelpleY:  This  information  came  to  me  a  year  ago  or 
more  and  I  spoke  to  Prof.  Sayre  about  it  once  before,  just  in  passing,  and 
he  assured  me  that  I  was  mistaken.  Only  a  few  days  ago  some  one  asked 
me  if  I  had  seen  the  catalogue  of  the  pharmaceutical  department  of  the 
University  of  Kansas.  I  said  I  did  not  remember  of  seeing  it.  He  said 
did  you  see  what  they  are  doing  for  Ph.  Gs.  I  said  no,  what  is  it?  He 
said,  they  are  graduating  them  on  twelve  weeks'  instruction.  I  asked 
Prof.  Sayre  about  it  and  he  referred  me  to  Mr.  Havenhill,  who  said  to 
me,  as  he  did  here,  and  Prof.  Sayre  asked  me,  or  suggested  to  me,  that  I 
bring  the  matter  before  the  Conference.  This  has  seemed  to  me  an 
opportune  time  of  presenting  it.  Of  course  institutions  like  the  St.  Louis 
College  of  Pharmacy  require  one  year  high  school  to  enter  for  the  degree 
of  graduate  in  pharmacy,  and  1 , 1  00  hours  actual  instruction  in  the  insti- 
tution to  be  eligible  for  the  examination. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  After  consultation  with  Dr.  Whelpley  I  requested 
that  if  he  wished  to  I  would  be  very  glad  to  have  him  bring  the  matter 
before  the  Conference,  and  he  assured  me  that  he  did  not  think  is  was 
necessary.  Now  I  am  very  glad  that  he  has  brought  it  before  the  Con- 
ference, because  if  there  are  any  objections  to  the  school  of  pharmacy,  as 
being  a  member  of  the  Conference,  on  account  of  the  existence  of  the 
course  known  as  the  extension  course,  and  taken  charge  of  by  the  extension 
departments  of  the  University,  of  course  we  would  like  to  know  that,  and 
I  would  like  to  report  back  to  the  University  that  the  Conference  has 
disapproved  of  the  work  of  the  extension  department.  Understand  now 
that  the  school  of  pharmacy  gives  a  portion  of  this  instruction,  a  portion  of 
the  instruction  is  also  given  by  the  University,  as  for  example  physiology, 
and  any  courses  that  relate  to  the  college  work  are  distributed  through 
different  instructors  regardless  of  the  school  of  pharmacy,  except  in  this 
feature  that  Prof.  Havenhill  is  regarded  as  the  one  who  has  the  maping 
out  and  the  directing  of  that  course.  No  students  have  thus  far  been 
graduated.  It  is  an  expefriment  to  assist  the  apprentices,  and  it  was  brought 
about  by  a  demand  on  the  part  of  certain  members  of  the  board  of  phar- 
macy, and  to  satisfy  those  who  are  trying  to  educate  themselves.  We  have 
recommended  this  in  order  to  satisfy  that  demand. 

Vice-President  Clark:  I  was  going  to  read  a  section  of  the  By- 
Laws  which  would  perhaps  enlighten  the  members  somewhat  on  this,  on 
the  position  of  the  By-Laws  regardinig  it.  Section  III  of  Article  7  pro- 
vides : 


"The  institution  shall  include  in  its  course  of  instruction  oral  lectures, 
personal  laboratory  work,  recitations  and  reviews.  This  shall  exclude 
work  in  absentia.  " 

Mr.  Bradley:  Dr.  Sayre  asks  if  we  disapprove  ot  the  work  of 
this  extension  department.  I  do  not  think  we  need  to  disapprove  of  that. 
But  I  am  very  decidedly  of  the  opmion  that  we  drsapprove  of  their  giving 
any  degree  in  such  work,  and  I  make  a  motion 

Mr.  Whelpley:     We  have  one  motion  before  the  house. 

Vice-President  Clark:     There  is  a  motion  before  the  house. 

Mr.  Bradley:  I  do  not  think  Dr.  Sayre  and  Dr.  Havenhill  realize 
that  the  giving  of  the  degree  Ph.  G.  for  such  a  course  as  that  cheapens 
and  discounts  the  value  of  the  same  work  given  in  other  colleges  on  1,100 
or  1 ,200  hours  requirement.  For  a  college  in  this  conference  to  have  an 
institution  with  it  that  gives  a  degree  for  such  a  course  as  that  is  a  very 
bad  thing  for  the  conference. 

Mr.  Remington:  It  seems  to  me  that  the  mere  reading  of  the 
bv-law  entirely  covers  this  case.  I  must  say  I  am  in  favor  of  anything 
which  will  give  instruction  in  pharmacy,  and  this  seems  to  be  an  effort  on 
the  part  of  the  gentlemen  from  Kansas  to  help  the  apprentices  to  do  their 
work.  I  think  in  view  of  the  showing  which  has  been  made  here  that  the 
whole  thing  can  drop.  I  am  certain  that  the  University  of  Kansas  will 
never  ask  for  any  recognition  in  view  of  the  by-law,  which  we  do  not  want 
to  rescind.     Prof.  Sayre,  am  I  not  correct? 

Mr.  Sayre:    Yes. 

Mr.  Remington:  Well,  then,  why  should  we  make  a  formal  reso- 
lution? I  do  not  think  you  will  ever  attempt  to  come  here  with  that  show- 
ing and  ask  for  recognition  by  the  Conference  of  Pharmaceutical  Faculties. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  We  are  not  asking  recognition  of  the  extension  depart- 
ment of  the  University.  We  have  a  seat  in  this  Conference  as  a  school  of 
pharmacy  of  the  University  of  Kansas,  that  gives  the  degree  of  Ph.  C. 

Mr.  Remington:  There  is  the  point,  that  giving  the  degree  Ph. 
C.  for  a  course  like  that,  the  by-law  covers  that.  That  is  where  the  whole 
trouble  is.  I  do  not  think  that  anybody  here  would  object  to  instruction 
given  to  apprentices.  But  what  the  point  is,  I  think,  that  you  give  such  a 
course  leading  to  a  degree  of  Ph.  C. 

Secretary  Johnson:    Ph.  G. 

Mr.  Remington  :  I  thought  that  was  Ph.  C. ;  well,  give  a  degree 
of  Ph.  G.,  which  is  equivalent  to  what  the  majority  of  the  men  here  give 
in  their  institutions.  It  places  not  only  the  institutions  represented  here  in 
a  bad  light,  but  it  places  the  young  men  who  get  that  degree  in  a  very  bad 
light,  the  worst  light.  It  is  for  the  good  of  the  young  man  as  well.  I  do 
not  want  to  suggest,  but  would  it  not  be  possible  to  give  these  men  the 
instruction  just  as  the  corresepondence  schools  do  in  the  National  Institute 
of  Pharmacy  and  other  institutions  of  that  kind,  which  have  not  been 
colleges,  not  been  represented  here,  all  the  information  that  you  can.     I  see 


a  great  deal  of  good  in  this,  because  just  as  in  the  National  Institute  of 
Pharmacy  and  these  other  institutions,  they  never  asked  recognition,  but 
giving  these  young  men  instruction  is  the  best  possible  means  of  getting 
the  best  students  into  colleges  who  give  degrees.  I  think  a  mistake  was 
made  in  confusing  these  men  with  those  who  get  their  Ph.  G.  degree,  or  any 
degree.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  just  to  the  young  men  to  give  a  degree 
to  them.  Give  them  the  instruction,  give  them  a  certificate  of  attendance, 
if  you  want,  at  the  school,  but  I  do  not  think  a  degree  of  any  kind  sTiould 
be  given. 

Mr.  Day:  I  would  like  to  ask  Prof.  Sayre,  as  a  matter  of  infor- 
mation, what  form  of  record  or  certificate  is  given  to  these  young  men? 
It   might   be   a   certificate   not   carrying   a   degree. 

Mr.  Remington  :    Certainly  not,  that  is  my  point. 

Mr.  Day:  If  you  give  a  certificate  will  it  be  a  certificate  as  grad- 
uate of  pharmacy? 

Mr.  Sayre  :     Yes,  correspondence  course. 

Mr.  Day:  Will  that  certificate  be  signed  by  the  faculty  of  the 
school  of  pharmacy? 

Mr.  Koch:  It  would  not  matter  who  it  is  signed  by;  it  has  the  seal 
of  the  institution  on  it. 

Mr.  Day:  This  is  the  point.  I  concede  that  there  is  a  possibility 
that  this  has  been  forced  upon  Prof.  Sayre  by  another  department  of  the 
University,  and  that  his  department  is  not  responsible  foi  it  and  his  faculty 
does  not  sign  this  certificate  nor  recommend  these  persons,  perhaps.  It 
may  be  that  Prof.  Sayre  is  anxious  to  have  this  Conference  disapprove 
formally  of  the  giving  of  such  a  course  by  the  University,  so  as  to  put  a 
stop  to  it.     It  occurs  to  me  that  this  is  possibly  out  of  his  hands  at  present. 

Mr.  WhelpleY:  Possibly  Prof.  Sayre  would  feel  like  explaining 
how  it  came  about  that  the  diploma  is  granted,  and  how  the  degree  of 
graduate  in  pharmacy  was  selected  for  that. 

Note  by  Secretary — (Refer  to  correction  of  following  paragraph 
on  page  55  made  by  Professors  Lyman  and  Sayre  in  which  the  word 
"Wisconsin"  is  substituted  for  "Nebraska." 

Mr.  Sayre  :  It  would  take  up  a  great  deal  of  time  to  go  into  the 
history  of  th's.  Certain  pressure  was  brought  to  bear  upon  the  University 
of  Kansas  to  give  extension  courses.  Before  these  extension  courses  were 
started  various  institutions  were  corresponded  with,  and  our  University 
representative  visited  other  universities,  coming  back  with  the  report  from 
the  Universitv  of  Nebraska,  which  recommends  very  short  courses,  and,  if 
I  remember  rightly,  at  a  meeting  in  Richmond,  I  think  it  was,  I  called  to 
the  floor  Dr.  Kremers  to  ask  something  in  regard  to  the  work  they  were 
doing  relating  to  correspondence  work,  and  perhaps  his  remarks  were 
taken  bv  the  stenographer  and  reported.  I  hesitate  to  say  just  what  he 
said  on  that  occasion  for  fear  that  I  might  misquote  him,  but,  if  I  remember 
rightly.  Prof.   Kremers  acknowledged  the  fact  before  the  Conference  that 
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they  had  certain  correspondence  courses  and  at  any  rate  we  went  to  the 
University  of  Nebraska  and  we  found  that  in  the  University  of  Nebraska 
they  were  giving  some  of  these  courses  in  various  branches,  and  certain 
credits  were  given  therefor.  The  extension  department  of  the  University 
was  created  some  three  or  four  years  ago. 

Mr.   Havenhill:      About  that  time. 

Mr.  Sayre:  The  department  was  headed  by  Prof.  Price,  who  is 
a  man  excellently  adapted  to  his  position,  because  he  takes  a  very  wide 
view  of  education  and  he  has  broad  ideas  with  regard  to  t'ne  distribution  of 
knowledge.  He  has  gone  into  the  law  department,  the  engineering  depart- 
ment and  other  departments  of  the  University,  under  the  sanction  of  the 
board  of  regents,  to  have  correspondence  courses,  so  that  the  influence  of 
education  can  be  felt  in  all  parts  of  the  state.  He  did  the  same  thing  with 
the  school  of  pharmacy,  and  came  to  me  as  dean  and  asked  me  if  I  could 
not  join  with  the  extension  department  and  the  other  departments  in  extend- 
ing the  influence  of  the  University  for  the  cause  of  education  in  the  direc- 
tion of  pharmacy.  He  argued  that  it  would  benefit  all  institutions  of 
learning,  not  only  our  own  institutions,  but  other  institutions,  and  when 
these  students  and  apprentices  got  a  taste  of  education  and  saw  what  a 
real  course  in  pharmacy  meant,  they  would  be  induced  to  go  to  the 
University  School  of  Pharmacy  to  obtain  a  proper  education.  Therefore, 
in  accordance  with  his  request,  I  outlined  a  course  which  was  started 
about  three  years  ago.  I  started  the  course  and  became  responsible  only 
at  that  time  for  an  outline  and  also  became  responsible  tor  assignments  in 
materia  medica.  The  course  then  was  materia  medica,  pharmacy  and  one 
other  subject,  which  I  have  forgotten  now,  I  think  perhaps  pharmaceutical 
chemistry,  and  the  understanding  was  that  this  should  be  a  preliminary 
course,  with  no  credits,  so  that  the  apprentice  could  obtain  an  inkling  of 
what  the  pharmaceutical  training  meant,  and  prepare  the  student  for  a 
college  course. 

That  was  the  original  intention.  I  became  responsible,  I  think  I  was 
the  only  person — (to  Mr.  Haverhill)  was  I  not? — who  had  anything  to 
do  with  this  course.  I  wrote  out  the  ten  assignments,  and  they  remained 
uncalled  for  for  quite  a  long  time,  and  finally  the  extension  department 
sent  over  and  said  someone  had  taken  the  course,  and  laughingly  asked 
me  "Who  do  you  suppose  it  is?  He  is  a  man  in  the  penitentiary!"  I 
thought  if  it  would  do  the  man  in  the  penitentiary  any  good  I  would  write 
him  out  the  ten  assignments. 

After  these  ten  assignments  of  materia  medica  had  been  completed — 
if  I  am  not  correct  Mr.  Haverhill  will  correct  me — the  idea  came  up  as 
to  what  this  extension  department  should  do.  Things  began  to  crystalize, 
and  then  a  demand  was  made  for  a  more  satisfactory  course  than  the  one 
I  had  outlined.  I  called  Prof.  Havenhill  to  my  help,  and  I  unloaded  the 
responsibility  upon  him.  I  loaded  him  up  with  a  good  deal  of  material, 
and  he  is  a  pretty  good  natured  fellow,  and  he  just  takes  everything  off  of 


my  shoulders,  and  I  felt  highly  relieved  when  he  said  he  would  take  this 
up,  and  I  want  to  compliment  him  for  the  excellent  work  he  did  in  out- 
lining that  course.  He  brought  it  to  me  for  inspection  and  I  looked  it 
over  and  said  that  it  is  better  than  I  could  have  done  myself,  and  I  am 
sure  that  is  true  because  he  had  studied  this  thing  as  he  usually  does, 
in  a  very  deep  way,  and  systematized  it  into  what  I  consider  a  very  satis- 
factory course.  This  course  was  then  submitted  to  the  extension  depart- 
ment and  approved.  Then  it  came  up  in  his  mind,  and  I  did  not  object 
to  it,  but  I  saw  trouble  ahead,  that  the  degree  of  Ph.  G.  should  be  given  in 
that  course. 

It  seemed  to  us  when  we  looked  at  the  course  as  printed  that  there 
was  about  as  much  work  as  there  was  on  the  average,  studying  the  cata- 
logues of  the  various  schools  of  pharmacy,  and  we  had  all  the  schools  of 
pharmacy,  and  we  had  all  the  schools  that  gave  the  Ph.  G.,  I  believe, 
before  us  (did  we  not?).  We  took  up  the  various  catalogues  that  gave 
the  degree  of  Ph.  G.,  and  we  found  that  actually — and  if  I  am  incorrect, 
please  correct  me — we  were  giving  in  this  correspondence  course  much 
more  than  many  who  were  giving  this  Ph.  G.  degree,  so  upon  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  extension  department,  they  wished  that  we  should  give 
a  certificate  for  that  work,  understanding  of  course  that  the  Ph.  G.  degree 
did  not  belong  actually  to  the  school  of  pharmacy,  and  that  was  under- 
stood. 

For  this  reason — I  F>erhaps  am  taking  too  much  of  your  time — but 
the  underlying  objection  to  having  this  course  regarded  as  a  part  of  the 
school  of  pharmacy  it  would  endanger  the  University  in  its  recognition, 
I  believe,  by  the  Carnegie  Institution — am  I  not  correct  in  that? — and, 
therefore,  the  school  of  pharmacy  was  not  considered  as  giving  this 
course,  but  the  extension  department,  along  with  these  other  courses  that 
the  extension  department  gives. 

On  the  recommendation  of  this  extension  department  we  said  we 
would  go  ahead  with  its  recommendations.  I  did  not  know  just  where  we 
would  land,  and  I  have  not  had  time  to  think  that  out,  and  here  we  are 
up  against  the  proposition  tonight.  I  am  glad  to  know  that  it  is  before 
this  conference,  and  I  do  not  want  to  urge  that  you  accept  this  course,  but 
I  should  be  very  glad  indeed  to  take  back  to  the  president  of  the  University 
and  to  the  dean  of  the  extension  departm-ent  any  decision  which  this 
conference  may  give  with  regard  to  this  title  of  Ph.  G. 

I  wish  to  say,  however,  that  I  firmly  believe  that  the  work  that  the 
extension  department  does  in  correspondence  is  about  what  is  considered 
as  the  Ph.  G.  degree.  However,  inasmuch  as  we  apparently  violate  this 
paragraph,  it  seems  to  me  perhaps  the  duty  of  the  Conference  to  instruct 
the  dean  of  this  course,  or  that  portion  of  the  course  of  the  extension 
department  and  to  the  president  of  the  University  that  it  disapproves  of 
this  Ph.  G.  course.     It  would  not  be  in  place,  of  course,  for  this  Confer- 
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ence  to  recommend  anything  but  simply  to  denounce  the  giving  of  the  Ph. 
G.  degree  for  this  work. 

Mr.  WheLPLEY:  Mr.  President,  we  are  informed  that  no  pre- 
hminary  requirements  are  made  whatever  for  entrance  upon  this  course. 
Professor  Say  re  states  that  in  his  opinion  the  instruction  is  fully  equal  to 
the  instruction  that  is  given  in  the  various  schools  that  confer  the  degree 
of  graduate  in  pharmacy.  If  I  may  be  permitted  I  should  like  to  ask 
Prof.  Sayre  whether  he  also  believes  that  the  preliminary  requirements  are 
equal  to  those  that  are  made  for  the  degree  of  graduate  in  pharmacy  in 
other  institutions. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  That  is  quite  another  question,  which  I  did  not  touch 
upon,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  WheLPLEY:     That  is  the  reason  I  was  bringing  it  up. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  That  is  quite  another  question  which  I  did  not  touch 
upon  and  upon  which  I  am  not  so  able  to  answer.  Prof.  Havenhill  could 
probably  answer  that  better  than  I,  but  I  do  know  this  that  we  studied  over 
the  curriculum  itself  and  measured  it  up  with  the  statements  of  the  different 
colleges  that  gave  instruction,  and  that  is  what  I  mean  with  regard  to  the 
instruction  itself.     I  will  ask  Prof.  Havenhill  to  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Havenhill:  We  have  enrolled  in  this  correspondence 
course  a  graduate  of  one  of  the  best  high  schools  in  the  state,  we  have  also 
enrolled  in  this  course  a  number  of  eighth  grade  graduates,  and  nothing 
less  than  that.  I  might  say  that  this  graduate  from  one  of  the  best  high 
schools  in  the  state  will  probably  not  make  his  grades,  whereas  the  eighth 
grade  graduates  are  doing  first  rate  work  right  straight  through. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr.  Vanderkleed:  I  want  to  ask  one  other  Question,  Mr. 
Sayre,  this  matter  whether  the  extension  department  of  the  Universit}'  of 
Kansas  grants  any  degrees  for  the  course  of  study  in  the  engineering  or  in 
the  legal  or  other  departments. 

Mr.  Koch:     How  long  does  it  take  to  get  the  Ph.  D. 

Mr.  Sayre  :      I  do  not  know  much  about  the  extension  department. 

Mr.  Havenhill:  I  do  not  know  of  anything  that  has  gone  any 
farther.     I  do  not  know  as  to  the  plan  of  that  at  all. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  We  have  so  much  to  do  outside  of  the  extension 
department. 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  motion  before  the  house  is  that 
the  requirement  applies  to  all  degrees  conferred  by  the  college.  We 
amended  the  by-laws  by  increasing  the  number  of  hours  required  to  1 ,200. 
Dr.  Whelpley  moves  that  this  apply  to  all  degrees  givn  m  any  institution. 

Mr.  Anderson:  I  would  like  to  offer  as  a  substitute  for  Dr. 
Whelpley's  motion  one  that  I  think  covers  this  case  and  would  cover  any 
other  similar  case  that  may  come  before  the  Conference,  and  rather  than 
deal  with  this  case  as  an  individual  case  and  notifying  this  institution  of 
what  the  conference  wants  them  to  do.      It  appears  to  me  that  we  ought 
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to  make  a  regulation  that  would  apply  generally.  Therefore,  I  will  offer 
this  as  a  substitute,  that  no  degree  shall  be  conferred  by  an  institution 
holding  membership  in  this  Conference  upon  a  course  of  instruction  that 
does  not  meet  the  minimum  requirements  of  the  conference  and  the  pro- 
visions of  its  Constitution  and  By-Laws. 

Mr.  KocH:     That  is  in  here  now. 

Mr.  Anderson:     It  is? 

Mr.   Koch:      Practically,  in  the  By-Laws. 

Mr.  Anderson:  How  does  it  read.  Professor  ? 

Mr.  Koch:     It  has  the  whole  thing  together. 

Mr.  Anderson:     Shall  not  confer  any  degree? 

Secretary  Johnson:  Since  many  universities  of  the  country  are 
putting  in  extension  courses  I  would  like  to  see  the  motion  of  Prof. 
Anderson  voted  so  as  to  reiterate  and  make  it  clear  that  we  are  going  to 
stand  by  our  constitution. 

Mr.  WhelpleY:  With  the  consent  of  the  second,  who  is  Dr. 
Anderson,  I  will  accept  the  substitute  motion.  I  do  this  for  the  very 
purpose  that  Prof.  Johnson  has  mentioned,  that  we  have  reiterated  what  is 
already  stated,  as  Prof.  Koch  says  in  a  general  way. 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  question  then  is  upon  the  adoption 
of  this  motion.  Do  we  have  a  second?  The  Secretary  will  read  this 
once  more. 

Mr.  Anderson:  No  degree  shall  be  conferred  by  an  institution 
holding  membership  in  this  conference  upon  a  course  of  instruction  that 
does  not  meet  the  minimum  requirements  of  the  Conference  and  the  provis- 
ions of  its  Constitution  and  By-Laws. 

Mr.  Bradley:  That  does  not  quite  meet  Dr.  Sayre's  trouble. 
He  has  reiterated  many  times  that  his  institution  does  not  do  this.  That 
motion,  the  motion  of  Dr.  Anderson,  is  fight,  but  Dr.  Sayre  has  said 
repeatedly  that  this  institution  does  not  do  this,  does  not  give  this  degree, 
does  not  confer  this  degree. 

Mr.  SayRE:      The  extension  department. 

Mr.   Bradley:      How  are  we  going  to  make  it  cover  that? 

Mr.  WheLPLEY:  The  university  gives  a  certificate,  it  is  just  the 
same  thing,  it  comes  from  the  same  university. 

Mr.  Anderson:  I  do  not  see  how  you  can  separate  the  university 
from  one  department  of  the  college,  because  the  university  creates  the 
college. 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  university  gives  the  degree.  I 
cannot  see  the  distinction  myself.  How  is  the  school  of  pharmacy  of  the 
University  of  Kansas  on  your  list  there,  when  you  call  the  roll  how  do  you 
call  it? 

Secretary  Johnson:     University  of  Kansas  School  of  Pharmacy. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  Perhaps  this  will  clear  the  atmosphere.  Is  the 
school  of  pharmacy  a  member  of  the  Conference?     Is  the  extension  depart- 
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ment  of  the  university  a  member  of  the  Conference,  and  is  the  University 
of  Kansas  a  member  of  the  Conference? 

A  Member:     Who  pays  the  dues  to  the  Conference? 

Mr.  Sayre:      The  school  of  pharmacy. 

A  Member:     Does  not  the  income  come  from  the  University? 

Mr.  Sayre  :     No,  it  comes  from  the  school  of  pharmacy. 

A  Member:     Then  you  have  a  special  appropriation? 

Mr.  Sayre  :     A  special  appropriation. 

A  Member:  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  make  an  explanation?  I  come 
from  a  state  institution.  Unless  the  State  University  of  Kansas  differs 
from  most  state  institutions  the  sums  all  come  through  the  University,  and 
are  apportioned  out  to  the  various  departments,  the  various  colleges,  are 
they  not? 

Mr.  Sayre  :     The  funds  are  appropriated  by  the  legislature. 
Mr.  Dye:     The  board  of  regents  have  distribution  of  the  money — 
that  brings  it  right  back  to  the  university. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  Whether  the  University  of  Kansas,  the  school  of  phar- 
macy or  the  extension  department  of  the  university  are  members  of  the 
Conference,  understand  now  I  have  no  feeling  in  this  matter,  I  want  to 
clear  the  atmosphere,  if  you  say  that  it  is  the  interpretation  of  the  Con- 
ference that  this  course  by  reason  of  its  connection  as  explained  with  the 
school  of  pharmacy  is  therefore  involving  a  violation,  by  reason  of  the 
course  being  considered  a  part  of  the  school  of  pharmacy,  then  we  have  to 
do  one  of  two  things,  absolutely.  The  school  of  pharmacy  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Kansas  must  take  a  stand  in  regard  to  this  matter  which  will 
be  consistent  with  itself,  to  resign  from  the  Conference,  that  is  one  horn 
of  the  dilemma.  We  will  have  to  ask  the  university  what  to  do  in  regard 
to  it.  I  cannot  act  without  the  advice  of  the  president.  It  is  either  to 
resign  from  the  Conference  temporarily,  because  we  are  already  pledged 
in  case  any  of  these  students  should  complete  this  course,  we  are  obliged 
to  give  this  Ph.  G.  degree,  and  I  want  you  clearly  to  understand  that  we 
are  bound  by  what  the  extension  department  has  said,  and  I  would  very 
gladly  relieve  the  Conference,  very  gladly  indeed,  resign  from  the  Con- 
ference, relieve  the  Conference  itself.  Now  it  seems  to  me  we  are  put  in 
that  position,  either  you  have  got  to  rule  in  one  way  or  the  other.  If  you 
consider  that  the  extension  department  is  a  member  of  this  Conference 
that  is  this  course,  then  of  course  that  will  relieve  the  situation,  with  the 
statement  that  the  extension  department  cannot  in  the  future  use  this  Ph. 
G.  degree,  and  have  the  school  of  pharmacy  connected  with  it.  Then  of 
course  it  will  be  a  phase  that  we  can  possibly  handle.  But  if  you  put  it 
in  a  position  such  as  I  see  you  are  likely  to  put  it,  then  I  want  to  say,  I 
think  the  proper  thing  for  me  to  do  would  be  to  report  to  the  board  of 
regents,  also  to  the  president  and  also  to  recommend  to  them  that  the  only 
honest  course  that  we  can  take  is  to  resign  from  the  Conference,  with  the 
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hope  that  some  time  or  other  the  university  will  put  itself  in  a  position  so 
that  we  can  again  become  members  of  this  Conference. 

Vice-President  Clarks  It  seems  to  me  that  if  a  distinction 
should  be  made  between  the  extension  department  and  the  school  itself 
it  could  be  used  very  largely  as  a  subterfuge  by  others  to  carry  on  such 
courses  in  exactly  the  same  way.  There  would  be  nothmg  to  prevent  the 
University  of  Illinois  School  of  pharmacy,  for  instance,  organizing  a  course 
giving  a  degree  of  Doctor  in  Pharmacy,  something  of  that  kind.  Every 
school  in  the  country  then  could  do  that,  if  that  distinction  were  made. 
I  cannot  see  myself  how  they  can  possibly  be  separated. 

Mr.  Remington:  I  have  never  had  my  eyes  opened.  I  am 
afraid  I  have  been  a  kitten.  But  I  have  had  such  a  revelation  here  tonight 
as  I  never  had  in  my  life.  We  have  been  hearing  of  the  wondrous 
things  the  old  line  schools  of  pharmacy  have  done.  And  now  what  is  going 
on  here?  Not  only  this  school  of  the  University  of  Kansas,  but  other 
universities  are  conferring  degrees  upon  six  weeks  actual  attendance.  Why 
where  are  we  going  to  get?  What  are  boards  of  pharmacy  going  to  do 
about  this?  Are  they  going  to  recognize  certificates  with  the  Ph.  G. 
degree? 

Mr.  SayRE:  We  do  not  recommend — I  beg  your  pardon — ^that 
the  board  of  pharmacy  shall  make  any  recognition  of  that. 

Mr.  Remington:  I  mean  what  are  the  boards  of  pharmacy 
going  to  do? 

Mr.  SayRE:  The  board  of  pharmacy  of  the  State  of  Kansas  does 
not  recognize  that  course. 

Mr.  Remington:  I  am  looking  a  good  deal  further  than  Kansas. 
If  this  habit  is  acquired  by  the  universities  where  will  we  be? 

Mr.  Day:  I  cannot  beheve  but  what  the  University  of  Kansas 
would  suppress  this  course  if  this  Conference  calls  the  attention  of  the 
university  to  it.  Apparently  the  course  has  not  amounted  to  anything. 
They  have  not  graduated  anyone.  They  have  only  a  handful  of  students, 
three  or  four,  Mr.  Sayre  said,  who  are  taking  it.  I  believe  that  we  might 
officially  call  the  attention  of  the  University  of  Kansas  to  the  unfortunate 
position  in  which  this  action  of  their  extension  department  places  a  school 
of  pharmacy,  in  the  hope  that  the  whole  matter  may  be  relieved.  We 
certainly  do  not  want  Prof.  Sayre's  school  dropped  from  the  Conference. 
We  do  not  want  Prof.  Sayre  to  resign  from  the  Conference  and  leave 
us.  We  realize,  I  believe,  that  his  intentions  were  of  the  best.  We  think 
the  course  has  been  given  honestly.  He  has  laid  the  whole  matter  bare 
and  admits  that  they  have  made  very  little  in  the  way  of  entrance  require- 
ment. I  cannot  help  but  conclude  that  there  must  have  been  considerable 
pressure  brought  upon  Prof.  Sayre  to  induce  him  to  acquiesce  in  the  giving 
of  this  course.  I  believe  if  we  called  the  attention  of  the  University  of 
Kansas  in  an  official  manner  to  this  matter  that  the  extension  course  in 
pharmacy  would  be  eliminated  in  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the  conferring  of 


the  degree,  and  the  school  of  pharmacy  of  the  University  of  Kansas  could 
be  saved  to  the  Conference.  We  certainly  want  to  retain  that  school.  I 
make  that  merely  as  a  suggestion,  not  in  the  form  of  a  motion,  until  we  have 
a  chance  to  hear  from  Prof.  Sayre. 

Vice-President  Clark:  It  seems  that  they  are  obliged  to  give 
this  degree  to  the  students  who  have  already  entered. 

Mr.  Remington:  I  would  like  to  call  attention  to  another  phase 
of  this.  We  understand  from  Mr.  Sayre  and  other  information  that  there 
are  other  universities  doing  the  same  thing  practically,  and  if  one  does  it  it 
is  done  through  a  supposed  professional  competition.  I  am  not  looking 
at  that.  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  to  let  it  go.  I  think  we  have  enough 
right  in  the  By-Laws,  and  I  know  very  well  that  Prof.  Sayre  will  carry 
back  to  the  university  the  opinion  of  this  Conference.  But  I  do  not  like 
to  see,  since  we  have  gotten  this  information,  the  University  of  Kansas, 
which  is  a  reputable  university,  bear  the  brunt  of  this  alone  when  others 
are  doing  it.  If  we  are  going  to  do  something  about  the  matter  let  us 
pass  a  resolution  declaring  it  the  sense  of  this  Pharmaceutical  Conference 
that  we  protest  against  the  giving  of  a  degree. 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  motion  of  Dr.  Anderson  is  before 
us,  and  was  accepted  by  Dr.  Whelpley  as  a  substitute,  and  was  seconded. 

Mr.  Whelpley:  I  would  suggest  that  we  adopt  the  motion  that 
is  now  before  the  house,  and  then  in  consultation  with  Dr.  Sayre  decide 
upon  action  that  will  help  him  out  in  the  matter. 

The  motion  was  seconded. 

(The  question  was  here  called  for.) 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  Secretary  will  please  read  the 
motion. 

Secretary  Johnson  :  (Reading.)  No  degrees  shall  be  conferred 
by  an  institution  holding  membership  in  the  Conference  upon  a  course  of 
instruction  that  does  not  meet  the  requirements  of  the  Conference  and 
provisions  of  its  Constitution  and  By-Laws. 

The  question  was  here  called  for  and,  on  being  put,  carried  unani- 
mously. 

Mr.  Dye:  I  would  like  to  make  a  statement.  Prof.  Remington 
has  made  some  remarks  about  the  various  universities.  I  want  to  show 
him  that  the  State  University  of  Ohio,  Columbus,  does  not  and  will  not 
undertake  anything  of  the  kind.     We  stand  for  something  above  that. 

A  Member:     What  university? 

Mr.  Dye:     University  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Remington:  I  understand  that  the  University  of  Ohio  does 
not.  I  am  not  talking  from  actual  knowledge,  but  I  understand  that  the 
University  of  Wisconsin  has  an  extension  course  which  gives  a  degree  of 
Ph.  G.     If  I  am  wrong  I  ask  for  information. 

Mr.  Koch:     That  is  the  first  I  have  heard  of  the  degree. 


Mr,  Remington:  If  you  will  look  further  at  this  you  must  see 
that  the  universities  are  in  competition  with  each  other,  and  unless  we  pro- 
test against  this,  if  one  does  it  the  other  is  driven  into  it  by  competition. 
And  so  it  grows  and  so  it  goes  on.  I  am  looking  further  into  what  is 
going  to  happen  if  we  do  not  register  our  views  on  this  subject.  I  would 
not  accuse  anybody.     I  do  not,  it  is  all  new  to  me. 

Mr.  RusbY:  I  move  that  the  Secretary  address  a  letter  of  inquiry 
to  the  University  of  Wisconsin. 

This  motion  was  seconded. 

Vice-President  Clark:  Prof.  Rusby  makes  a  motion,  which 
was  seconded,  that  the  Secretary  address  a  letter  of  inquiry  to  the 
University  of  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  Rusby  :     I  think  that  would  settle  it  very  quickly. 

Vice-President  Clark:  Relating  to  this  subject,  asking  how 
they  would  stand  on  it,  and  inform  them  of  the  action  taken. 

Mr.  Rusby  :     That  is  what  I  would  do,  yes,  sir. 

Vice-President  Clark:     And  see  what  they  say  and   report? 

Mr.  Sayre:  As  dean  of  the  department  and  having  stated  to  the 
Conference  the  position  of  the  school  of  pharmacy,  I  think  it  would  be 
wise — and  I  say  this  with  the  best  of  feeling — I  think  it  would  not  be 
honest  for  me  to  break  faith  with  the  students  who  have  entered  on  this 
course  and,  as  I  have  suggested,  I  think  the  only  way  we  can  maintain 
our  dignity,  it  at  least  temporarily  to  resign  from  the  Conference,  but  I 
was  asked  if  I  would  be  willing  to  have  the  motion  made  which  it  seemed 
to  me  was  satisfactory,  and  if  Dr.  Whelpley  assures  us  that  that 
motion 

Vice-President  Clark:  Dr.  Rusby's  motion  is  before  the  house. 
Any  remarks  on  that?  This  is  to  have  the  Secretary  write  to  the  Univer- 
sity of  Wisconsin  to  obtain  information  regarding  this  matter: 

The  motion  was  here  put  and  carried. 

Vice-President  Clark:  It  seems  to  me  that  there  will  be  some 
way  that  we  could  fix  it  so  Prof.  Sayre  could  stay  until  the  next  year  and 
see  how  this  thing  comes  out. 

Mr.  Anderson  :  It  appears  to  me,  as  Prof.  Sayre  is  in  the  position 
of  having  practically  made  a  contract  with  students  for  the  completion  of 
this  course,  that  the  assurance  by  Prof.  Sayre  and  his  institution  that  the 
course  will  not  be  continued  beyond  the  graduation  of  those  who  are 
already  in  the  course,  should  be  sufficient  for  this  Conference  without  the 
formality  of  resigning  and  coming  in  again.      (Applause.) 

Mr.  Whelpley:  There  is  no  question  about  that.  I  feel  that  no 
one  in  the  Conference  would  think  for  a  moment  that  Prof  Sayre  should 
advocate  the  breaking  of  faith  with  any  students  that  they  have  in  the 
institution,  or  that  it  would  be  necessary  for  us  to  exclude  them  or  for 
them  to  withdraw  on  account  of  the  predicament  into  which  they  find 
themselves.     But  the  question  now  is  what  action  can  this  Conference  take 
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that  will  aid  Prof.  Sayre  in  properly  representing  the  position  with  the 
university  and  secure  the  discontinuation  of  the  granting  of  a  degree' for 
this  course,  not  discontinuing  the  course,  but  discontinuing  the  granting  of 
a  degree. 

Mr.  AsheR:     The  motion  of  Prof.  Anderson  would  cover  that. 

Mr.  Anderson:  I  would  make  a  motion  to  this  effect,  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Conference  be  instructed  to  communicate  with  the  dean 
of  the  extension  department  of  the  University  of  Kansas  asking  whether 
they  intend  to  continue  this  extension  course  in  pharmacy  or  not. 

Mr.  Remington:     Giving  a  degree. 

Mr.  Anderson:      Giving  a  degree,  yes. 

Mr.  Whelpley:  I  would  go  further  and  state  that  the  continua- 
tion of  the  course  conferring  a  degree  would  disqualify  the  school  of  phar- 
macy  from  membership  in  this  conference. 

Vice-President  Clark:     Do  you  mean  that  as  a  motion. 

Mr.  Whelpley:     I  will  second  the  motion. 

Vice-President  Clark:  Dr.  Whelpley  seconds  the  motion. 
Any  remarks? 

The  motion  was  here  put  and  carried. 

(Note  by  Secretary — Refer  to  page  46  for  paragraph  which  the 
following  remarks  by  Professors  Lyman  and  Sayre  correct.) 

Mr.  Lyman  :  I  should  like  the  privilege  of  correcting  a  statement 
because  it  puts  the  University  of  Nebraska,  which  does  not  belong  to  this 
Conference — because  the  school  is  not  old  enough — in  a  bad  light.  Prof. 
Sayre  stated  among  other  things  he  had  written  to  Nebraska,  which  gave 
short  courses.  Nebraska  does  not  and  never  will  give  short  courses  in 
pharmacy.  I  should  not  say  anything  about  it  only  I  wish  to  have  it  go 
to  the  stenographer,  if  the  stenographer  has  placed  it  there,  because  it 
gives  us  a  bad  reputation.     I  think  Prof.  Sayre  might  have  made  a  mistake. 

Mr.  Sayre:  Yes  I  did,  if  I  said  that.  I  meant  Wisconsin.  If  I 
may  be  p)ermitted  to  say  what  I  thought  I  said,  it  was  this,  that  at  a  meet- 
ing in  Richmond  I  asked  as  to  what  work  they  were  doing  in  the  Univer- 
sity of  Wisconsin — did  I  say  Nebraska — University  of  Wisconsin 

Mr.  Lyman  :  The  only  point  is  I  don't  want  the  stenographer 
to  get  Nebraska.      (Laughter.) 

Mr.  Sayre  :      I  thought  I  said  Wisconsin. 

Vice-President  Clark:  I  think  that  disposes  of  this  matter. 
Miscellaneous  business  is  still  in  order. 

Mr.  Rusby:  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  going  to  introduce  my 
motion  that  a  committee  of  five  be  appointed  by  the  chair  to  consider  a 
plan  for  the  standardization  of  the  entrance  and  course  requirements  for 
all  pharmaceutical  degrees  other  than  that  of  graduate  in  pharmacy. 

Mr.  Schneider:     I  second  the  motion. 

Mr.  Anderson:     Why  not  make  it  all  pharmaceutical  courses? 


Mr.  Rusby:  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  do  so  except  it  might  com- 
plieate  things,  so  I  had  another  motion  in  regard  to  the  graduate  in  phar- 
macy.    I  am  perfectly  willing  to  do  it. 

Mr.  Remington:  Why  not  make  one  motion  and  include  all 
courses  ? 

Mr.  Anderson  :    Yes,  include  all. 

Vice-President  Clark:  Just  strike  out  the  last  words;  leave 
it  stand  for  all  pharmaceutical  courses. 

Secretary  Johnson:  Is  this  the  way  it  should  read?  That  a 
conmiittee  of  five  be  appointed  by  the  chair  to  consider  a  plan  for  the 
standardization  of  the  entrance  and  course  requirements  for  all  pharma- 
ceutical courses? 

Mr.  Rusby  :     Yes,  sir. 

Vice-President  Clark:  It  is  seconded  by  Dr.  Schneider.  I 
presume.  Dr.  Rusby,  to  report  next  year? 

Mr.  Rusby:  Oh,  no;  I  think  they  ought  to  report  on  it  just  as 
soon  as  possible.  I  believe  we  have  an  executive  session,  don't  we, 
tomorrow  ? 

Mr.    Koch:    Thursday. 

Mr.  Rusby  :     Well,  we  have  plenty  of  time,  so  it  could  be  reported. 

Vice-President  Clark:  We  have  only  one  executive  session 
after  this.     This  is  the  only  open  session  we  really  have. 

Mr.  Rusby:     Then  at  the  next  year. 

Mr.  Remington:  It  seems  to  me  that  all  degrees  ought  to  be 
reported  on,  but  it  is  a  very  big  subject,  and  I  do  not  see  how  it  is  possible 
to  report  on  it  at  this  meeting. 

Vice-President  Clark:  I  do  not  see  myself.  It  would  require 
more  time  than  that. 

Mr.  Rusby  :  My  idea  was  that  the  committee  ought  to  present  a 
report  and  then  they  would  have  a  year  to  think  it  over  in,  and  then  it 
might  be  made  the  order  of  business  for  next  year  and  give  us  a  chance  to 
think  of  it  and  talk  of  it.  I  think  myself  it  will  take  a  year  for  us  to  reach 
any  conclusion.      I  do  not  think  we  can  reach  any  conclusion  in  less  time. 

Vice-President  Clark:  It  is  satisfactory  to  report  then  at  the 
session  on  Thursday. 

The   motion  was  here   put   and   carried   unanimously. 

Vice-President  Clark:  I  will  appoint  this  committee  before 
adjournment.  Is  there  anything  else  to  come  up  under  miscellaneous 
business? 

Mr.  Schneider:  It  seems  to  me  it  would  simplify  things  if  we 
would  adopt  resolutions  which  would  clearly  state  our  position  regarding 
correspondence  courses;  why  not  adopt  a  few  resolutions  and  by-laws,  and 
live    up    to    them? 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  by-laws  state  very  clearly,  and 
the  resolution  passed  just  a  few  moments  ago  stated  it. 
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Mr.  Schneider:     This  is  only  one  point. 

Mr.  Anderson:  I  would  suggest,  Mr.  President,  Professor 
Schneider  would  relieve  the  organization  of  a  great  deal  of  trouble  if  he 
would  formulate  his  resolution  and  present  it,  so  that  we  could  consider 
it.       (Laughter.) 

Vice-President  Clark:  Anything  further  in  Miscellaneous 
Business?  The  next  thing  in  the  order  of  business  now  is  the  report  of 
the  nominating  committee  for  the  election  of  officers. 

Mr.  WhelPLEY:  Mr.  President  and  members,  the  nominating 
committee  unanimously  agreed  upon  the  following  names  to  be  submitted: 

For   President — 
A.  H.  Clark. 

Vice-President — 

Albert  Schneider. 

Executive  Committee — 

C.   E.   Vanderkleed, 
Charles  E.  Caspari. 

Secretary  and  Treasurer — 
Charles  W.  Johnson. 

Chairman   Executive   Committee — 
J.  A.  Koch. 

Member  of  Syllabus  Committee — 
C.  B.  Lowe. 

Vice-President  Clark:  You  have  heard  the  report  of  the 
nominating  committee.      What  shall  we  do  with  this  report? 

Mr.  Asher:  I  move  it  be  received  and  that  the  inembers  be  de- 
clared elected  by  acclamation. 

Mr.  Remington:     What  do  the  by-laws  say? 

Vice-President  Clark:  I  think  we  better  receive  the  report  and 
elect  the  officers  afterwards.  There  is  nothing  to  prevent  nominations  of 
officers  from  the  floor.  Just  receive  the  report  and  then  the  election  will 
be  in  order. 

Mr.  Asher:     I  accept  that. 

Vice-President  Clark:  It  has  been  moved  then  that  the  report 
of  the  nominating  committee  be  received.      Is  there  any  second  to  that? 

Mr.  Remington:     I  move  the  nominations  close. 

Mr.  Anderson:      I  second  the  motion. 

Vice-President  Clark:  Professor  Remington  moves,  seconded 
by  Dr.  Anderson,  that  the  nominations  be  closed.  Any  further  remarks 
on    this    motion? 

This  motion  was  put,   and  carried  without  dissent. 

Mr.  Rusby:  I  move  that  the  Secretary  cast  the  affirmative  ballot 
for   the   election   of    the   persons   named    for   the    respective   offices. 

This  motion  was  seconded  and  carried,  and  the  persons  nominated 
by   the   nominating  committee  were   declared   the   duly   elected  officers  of 
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the  conference,  upon  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  ballots  being  so 
cast. 

Vice-President  Clark:  The  next  thing  in  the  order  of  busi- 
ness is  new  business.     Any  communications  to  be  presented? 

Mr.  WhelPLEY:  I  do  not  see  any  provision  for  a  meeting  so 
early  this  morning!      (Laughter.) 

Vice-President  Clark:  There  is  nothing  in  the  by-laws  that 
prevents  us  staying  here  all  night,  is  there?  Under  this  heading  would 
be  included  papers  to  be  presented. 

Mr.  Rusby:     Has  the  $25  been  voted  yet? 

Vice-President  Clark:    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.    Koch:      It  is   not  necessary. 

Mr.  Schneider:  I  have  no  paper  prepared.  I  received  rather 
short  notice  to  come  out  here,  and  I  promised  myself  I  would  prepare  a 
paper  while  on  the  road,  but  somehow  I  got  interested  in  discussing  pol- 
itics. 

Mr.  WheLPLEY:     Couldn't  you  put  it  in  the  form  of  a  resolution? 

Mr.  Schneider:  No.  The  only  thing  I  wanted  to  call  special 
attention  to  is  the  work  in  the  departments  of  the  University  of  Wash- 
ington, and  the  Oregon  Agricultural  College,  located  at  Corvallis.  The 
statements  I  make  regarding  these  institutions  also  apply  to  Michigan,  and 
perhaps  they  will  to  other  university  schools.  This  also  applies  to  Wash- 
ington, which  Mr.  Johnson  will  verify.  Two  courses  are  given,  one 
leading  to  the  degree  of  pharmaceutical  chemist  conferred  by  the  univer- 
sity under  the  requirement  of  four  years  of  high  school  work  or  its  equiva- 
lent and  two  years  of  college  instruction.  The  other  degree  leading  to 
Bachelor  of  Science,  conferred  by  the  university  on  four  years'  college 
instruction,  both  degrees  being  free,  all  that  the  student  pays  is  $5  matric- 
ulation fee — if  I  am  not  correct.  Professor  Johnson  will  correct  me.  It 
is,  in  my  estimation,  a  step  in  advance  in  pharmaceutical  education.  I  have 
always  felt  that  the  professional  degrees  should  be  free,  just  as  free  as 
the  courses  in  engineering  or  any  other  academic  courses.  There  is  a  strong 
movement  on  foot  in  California  to  try  to  get  free  college  courses  there, 
which  we  hope  will  succeed. 

A  Member:     What  laboratory  fee? 

Mr.  Schneider:  A  laboratory  fee  of  nominal  size,  $10  or  $15 
a  year,  something  like  that. 

Secretary  Johnson:  What  Professor  Schneider  says  about  the 
University  of  Washington  is  true.  I  happen  to  know,  however,  about  the 
University  of  Michigan.  There,  as  I  remember  it,  there  is  a  $25  fee 
charged  for  all  students  outside  of  the  state,  and  a  smaller  fee  for  students 
within  the  state  as  a  matriculation  fee  or  a  life  scholarship,  as  you  might 
call  it.  I  think  in  the  school  of  pharmacy  they  pay  an  annual  fee  of 
$45,  and  besides  that  they  pay  the  laboratory  fees. 

Mr.  Whelpley:     It  jumps  up  pretty  well. 
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Mr.  AsheR:      I  saw  that  recently  in  the  catalogue. 

Secretary  Johnson:  I  would  also  say  that  what  he  states 
about  the  University  of  Washington  also  applies  to  the  Washington  State 
College   at   Pullman,   Washington. 

Vice-President  Clark:  I  want  to  announce  the  committee 
of  five  before  we  adjourn.  I  will  appoint  on  that  committee  Dr.  Rusby 
as  chairman.  Professor  Remington,  Professor  Amy,  Professor  Koch  and 
Professor  Charles  Caspari,  Jr.,  this  committee  to  report  at  the  next  ses- 
sion. 

Mr.  Rusby  :     You  have  there  two  representatives  from  one  school. 

Mr.  Arny:  Yes,  I  rise  to  suggest  that  somebody  be  placed  in 
my  place ;  it  would  hardly  be  fair.  Therefore,  with  your  consent,  I  with- 
draw my  name. 

Mr.  Schneider:  I  would  like  to  suggest  the  name  of  Professor 
Johnson. 

Vice-President  Clark:  I  will  appoint  in  place  of  Professor 
Arny,    Professor    Dye. 

The  next  thing  is  adjournment,  but  before  we  adjourn  I  want  to  call 
your  attention  to  the  second  session,  which  will  be  an  executive  session, 
Thursday  morning,  August  22,   1912,  at   10  o'clock  A.  M. 

Thereupon  the  meeting  adjourned. 
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SECOND  SESSION 


Denver,  Colorado,  August  22,  1912, 
1 0  o'clock  A.  M. 

(Note  b^  Secretary — The  first  part  of  this  session  was  an  open  meet- 
ing, the  proceedings  of  which  are  as  follows.) 

The  meeting  was  called  to   order   in   the   ball   room   of   the   Brown 
Palace  Hotel,   by   President  Clark. 

President  Clark:     The  first  thing  in  the  order  of  business  is  roll 
call.      The  Secretary  will  please  call   the  roll. 
The   following  responded: 

Albany  College  of   Pharmacy, 
Baylor  University,  School  of  Pharmacy, 
Brooklyn  College  of  Pharmacy, 
California  College  of  Pharmacy, 
College  of  Pharmacy  of  the  City  of  New  York, 
College  of  Pharmacy,  University  of  Minnesota, 
Department  of  Pharmacy,   University  of  Maryland, 
George  Washington  University,  National  College  of  Pharmacy, 
Massachusetts  College  of  Pharmacy, 
Medico-Chirurgical  College  of  Pharmacy, 
New  Orleans  College  of  Pharmacy, 
Northwestern  University,  School  of  Pharmacy, 
Ohio  State  University,  College  of  Pharmacy, 
Philadelphia  College  of  Pharmacy, 
Pittsburg  College  of  Pharmacy, 
Purdue   University  School   of   Pharmacy. 
State  University  of  Iowa,  College  of  Pharmacy, 
St.  Louis  College  of  Pharmacy, 
University  of  Illinois,  School  of  Pharmacy, 
University  of  Kansas,  School  of  Pharmacy, 
University  of  Michigan,  School  of  Pharmacy, 
University   of   Washington,   College  of   Pharmacy. 
President  Clark:     There  is  a  quorum  present,  so  we  will  pro- 
ceed with  business.     The  next  thing  in  the  order  of  business  will  be  reports 
of   special   committees.      There  was  one   special   committee  appointed   at 
the   last  session   on   standardization   of   degrees. 

Mr.  Rusby:     This  is  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Pharmaceu- 
tical Degrees: 

Iteport   of    Committee   on    Pharmaceutical   DeKreea 

To  the  American  Conference  of  Pharmaceutical  Faculties: 

Your  committee  met  at  the  close  of  the  session  of  the  Conference  on 
Tuesday  night,  or  rather  very  early  on  Wednesday  morning,  and  strusr- 
gled  with  its  difficult  problem  until  nearly  3  A.  M.     Four  members  were  In 
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attendance,  Professor  Caspar!  being  unable  to  be  present.  (Professor  Cas- 
par!   has   s!nce   approved   of   th!s   report.) 

Our  report  !s  not  unanimous,  the  committee  being  so  formed  that  it 
represented  nearly  all  views,  but  no  recommendation  here  reported  re- 
ceived less   than   tliree  of   the   four  votes. 

One  of  the  first  questions  decided  was  that  this  Committee  would  make 
no  recommendation  regarding  compulsory  compliance  with  any  measure 
approved,  leaving  that  question  wholly  with  the  Conference.  So  far  as  our 
recommendations  go.  therefore,  they  relate  only  to  an  expression  of  opin- 
ion by  the  Conference  as  to  what  course  ought  to   be  followed. 

The  second  point  decided  was  that  we  should  not  recommend  a  vote 
by  the  Conference  on  the  recommendations  submitted,  at  this  session.  "While 
the  Conference  may  decide  that  such  a  vote  is  practicable  on  one  or  more 
of  the  recommendations,  we  feel  that  others  demand  a  year's  consideration. 
Many  of  the  faculties  will  feel  that  thev  have  no  anthoritv  to  vote  on 
such  important  questions  without  first  consulting  those  whom  they  repre- 
sent. 

The   following  are   our   recommendations: 

1.  That  beginning  with  matriculation  in  the  year  1915.  the  present 
minimum  course  of  two  years  shall  become  one  of  three  years  of  not  less 
than  1,.500  hours,  the  entrance  requirement  remaining  for  the  present  un- 
changed. 

2.  That  the  degree  for  this  course  shall  be  that  of  Graduate  in  Phar- 
macy. 

3.  That,  beginning  with  the  year  named,  the  higher  degrees  of  Phar- 
maceutical Chemist.  Bachelor  of  Science  in  Pharmacy  and  Doctor  of  Phar- 
macy shall  be  based  upon  four  years  of  secondary  school  work,  each  of  the 
same  character  and  amount  as  that  of  the  one  year  at  present  required; 
provided,    that   this   four-year   requirement   shall    be   reached   gradually. 

Regarding  this  recommendation,  it  should  be  stated  that  the  Commit- 
tee took  into  consideration  the  fact  that  the  success  attained  by  the 
Conference  has  resulted  from  its  custom  of  allowing  suflficient  time  for 
the  enactment  of  important  changes.  The  question  of  recommending  how 
much  time  should  be  allowed  for  r<»aching  this  four-year  requirement  was 
discussed,  and  it  was  deemed  best  to  allow  the  Conference  to  express  its 
own    views    on    this    subject. 

4.  That  the  course  for  the  degree  of  Pharmaceutical  Chemist  should 
consist,  of    three    vears'    work,    each    of    not    less    than    fiOO    hours. 

5.  That  the  course  leading  to  the  degree  of  Bachelor  of  Science  In 
Pharmacy  should  consist  of  one  year  additional  to  that  for  the  degree  of 
Pharmaceutical     Chemist. 

6.  That  the  course  for  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Pharmacy  should  con- 
sist of  two  years'  work,  based  upon  the  degree  of  Bachelor  of  Science  In 
Pharmacy. 

Regarding  these  higher  courses  of  study,  the  Committee  does  not  as- 
sume that  they  are  to  be  pursued  for  fitting  the  student  to  practice  phar- 
macy, that  being  done  by  the  extended  three-year  course,  based  upon  pres- 
ent entrance  requirements.  There  is  a  large  and  growing  field  for  the 
preparation  of  municipal,  state  and  federal  inspectors,  analysts  and  other 
administrators  of  food  and  drug  laws;  of  private  analysts  and  others  en- 
gaged in  the  higher  lines  of  professional  pharmaceutical  work;  of  in- 
structors and  professors  In  pharmacy  schools;  of  members  of  boards  of 
pharmacy,  who  shall  be  really  qualified  for  the  proper  performance  of 
their  high  and  diflScult  duties;  of  men  qualified  to  take  charge  of  manu- 
facturing establishments  or  departments  thereof.  It  is  believed  that  the 
splendid  facilities  possessed  by  many  of  our  pharmacy  schools  should 
be  utilized  in  preparing  such  workers  and  that  the  practical  instruction 
given  In  our  better  pharmacy  schools  is  fully  equal  to  that  given  in  any 
of  the  scientific  departments  of  the  universities.  If  such  an  extension  and 
elevation  of  the  work  of  the  pharmacy  schools  can  be  accomplished 
without  in  any  way  disturbing  the  conditions  in  the  separate  department 
which  is  devoted  to  preparing  students  to  become  practicing  pharmacists 
this  is  a  consummation  devoutly  to  be  wished,  and  one  that  cannot  fall 
to  reflect  credit  upon  this  Conference  for  all  time  to  come,  and  to  place 
professional  pharmacy  on  a  far  higher  plane  of  reputation  than  it  has  ever 
before    enjoyed. 

H.  H.  RUSBY,  Chairman. 

C.  A.  DYE. 

J.    A.    KOCH. 

CHAS.    CASPARI,    JR. 
(Signed   by  C.   'W.  Johnson,   by  order  of  Chas.   Caspari.   Jr.) 
J.   P.   REMINGTON   declined   to   sign    this   report. 
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President  Clark:  The  report  of  the  special  committee  is  before 
us   for   consideration. 

Mr.    Anderson:       I    move    that    the    report   be    received    and    the 
suggestions  for  changes  of  courses  and  degrees  contained  therein  be  trans- 
mitted to  each  member  of  this  conference,   and  that  action  on  the  report 
be  deferred  until  our  next  annual  meeting. 
The   motion  was  seconded. 

Mr.  Remington:     I  have  not  signed  that  report. 

President  Clark:  By  the  way,  I  see  no  signatures  whatever 
on  this  report. 

Mr.  Rusby:  I  would  say  that  four  members  have  expressed  their 
readiness  to  sign,  but  there  has  been  no  opportunity  to  sign  it.  It  will 
be  signed. 

Mr.   Remington:      That  makes  no  difference,  I  suppose. 

President  Clark:     It  will  be  signed  before  it  goes  on  the  records. 

Mr.  Remington:  The  representation  is  rather  small  here,  as 
there  as  so  many  meetings  going  on,  but  I  would  like  to  say  a  few  words 
on  the  subject.  I  do  not  believe  that  we  are  in  any  condition  at  the  present 
time  to  make  recommendations  of  this  character.  I  disagree  with  Dr. 
Rusby.  I  am  diametrically  opposed  to  the  ideas  which  were  expressed 
in  the  committee.  The  committee  had  very  pleasant  times  personally,  but 
we  are  diametrically  opposed  at  this  time.  In  the  first  place  he  speaks 
there  of  legislating  for  professors  in  pharmacy,  analytical  chemists  and 
the  higher  reaches,  legislating  for  the  top,  but  what  are  we  going  to  do 
for  the  man  who  is  going  to  be  an  apothecary,  and  if  it  isn't  that,  what 
is  this  for?  What  are  you  going  to  do  for  the  man  that  wants  his  degree 
to  practice  pharmacy,  the  man  behind  the  gun? 

The  other  will  take  care  of  itself.  We  all  of  us  have  higher 
courses  for  the  man  who  wants  to  become  an  analytical  chemist  or  an  in- 
dustrial chemist  or  an  army  or  a  navy  officer,  and  those  things  mentioned 
in  the  report.  There  are  plenty  of  opportunities  for  those  men,  and  if  a 
man  wants  to  do  that  you  cannot  keep  him  down.  But  I  submit  to  you, 
gentlemen,  that  the  Graduate  in  Pharmacy  is  not  a  degree  at  all;  it  is 
not  a  degree.  It  is  an  expression  of  a  fact,  that  that  man  has  graduated. 
Now  since  the  revelations  which  have  occurred  here  in  this  conference 
of  faculties  you  see  the  possibilities.  Here  in  the  universities  which  make 
a  great  hooray  and  a  great  parade  of  what  they  do,  very  often,  on  paper, 
and  here  we  find  one  at  least  by  actual  admission,  and  some  by  implica- 
tion, giving  the  degree  of  graduate  in  pharmacy  to  parties  who  had  had 
only  1 2  weeks'  residence  instruction.  Now  that  is  the  way  it  is  going 
to  go.  I  want  to  say  now  that  I  believe  it  is  the  policy  of  all  of  us  to 
make  the  degree  of  Doctor  in  Pharmacy  worth  while,  increase  the  re- 
quirements. But  isn't  it  about  time  if  we  give  a  degree  that  it  means 
something,   and   not   an   expression   of    fact? 
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Objection  has  been  made  that  it  confuses  the  question  with  Doctor 
of  Medicine.  In  my  opinion,  it  does  not.  What  does  the  word  doctor 
mean?  There  is  a  doctor  of  music;  there  is  a  doctor  of  law — the  word 
doctor  in  this  country  means  merely  a  teacher.  Why  should  we  balk 
and  hesitate  about  calling  a  man  who  is  sufficiently  qualified  by  a  three 
years'  course  a  doctor?  He  has  a  perfect  right  to  it.  Besides  that  we 
need  not  say  it  is  a  stilted  term,  but  it  is  an  expression  that  has  grown  in 
this  country  to  mean  a  teacher  and  to  mean  the  real  thing,  and  I  believe 
the  only  thing  that  we  can  give  as  a  degree.  The  difficulty  heretofore 
has  been  that  we  have  only  had  two-year  courses.  I  know  something  about 
the  creation  of  this  degree.  It  started  with  the  deai  old  Philadelphia 
College  of  Pharmacy  by  the  dear  Quaker  brethren,  who  originated  that 
institution,  and  they  could  not  at  that  time  give  the  degree  of  doctor,  so 
they  straddled  the  question  and  gave  what  they  said  was  the  degree  of 
graduate  in  pharmacy.  They  were  very  particular  and  very  careful.  But 
have  all  these  75  years  after  them  been  for  nothing  and  gone  for  naught? 
Has  not  pharmacy  reached  the  point  when  we  can  give  the  student  a 
degree?  Mr.  President,  I  feel  sure  that  I  am  in  the  minority  here.  Of 
course,  some  could  not  vote  any  other  way  because  they  continue  to  give 
the  degree  of  graduate  in  pharmacy.  They  do  not  see  these  things  as  I  do. 
What  I  wish  to  do  is  simply  to  record  here  before  you  my  disapproval 
of  these  recommendations.  As  far  as  we  are  personally  concerned,  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  recommendation  of  this  conference  of  pharmaceutical 
faculties  will  affect  the  college  which  I  represent. 

This  is  a  difficult  subject.  It  is  one  which  anyhow  is  simply  a  rec- 
ommendation, can  be  nothing  else.  This  conference  has  absolutely  no  pow- 
ers; it  is  a  conference  of  the  fcaulties,  not  a  conference  of  the  colleges.  The 
best  thing  we  can  do  and  the  only  thing  we  can  do  is  to  make  a  recom- 
mendation. Of  course,  I  hoped  that  this  conference  of  pharmaceutical 
faculties  would  not  pass  any  resolution  on  this  subject  at  this  time.  Since 
they  have  done  so  it  is  a  report,  I  think,  which  practically  amounts  to. 
nothing.  It  is  a  recommendation  from  a  conference  which  is  only  a  con- 
ference, and  goes  no  further  than  expressing  the  opinion  of  the  men  who 
have  the  graduate  of  pharmacy  degree,  and  who  have  not  the  degree  of 
doctor  in  pharmacy,  and  it  satisfies  them  perfectly  why  it  should  not  be,, 
because  they  believe  that  way.  I  am  not  arguing  for  any  school  to  adopt 
the  degree  of  Doctor  in  Pharmacy.  There  has  been  no  pressure  put 
upon  us,  but  this  is  the  beginning  of  the  pressure  bound  to  be  put  on 
the  Philadelphia  College  of  Pharmacy,  because  they  do  believe  in  the 
degree  of  Doctor  in  Pharmacy,  and  we  are  probably  the  only  ones  that 
are  affected.  I,  therefore,  deem  it  only  right  and  proper  that  I  should 
make  this  explanation  on  the  subject. 

Of  course,  you  cannot  legislate  us  out  of  business,  and  we  propose 
to  go  right  on  and  keep  right  on  as  we  have.  We  gave  this  degree  under 
very  great  stress.     A  number  of  the  colleges  said  that  they  had  given  the 
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degree,  but  they  did  not  do  it.  Of  course,  there  was  supposed  to  be  a 
pecuniary  advantage  right  there,  because  the  Philadelphia  College  of  Phar- 
macy was  left  to  bear  the  brunt.  We  fought  our  fight.  We  are  through, 
and  we  propose  to  keep  right  on. 

Secretary  Johnson:  I  would  like  to  take  exception  to  just  one 
remark  of  Professor  Remington,  because  it  was  made  at  the  last  session 
and  also  repeated  again  just  a  few  moments  ago.  In  stating  the  university 
schools  make  a  great  spread  of  their  requirements  and  that  they  have  fallen 
into  disrepute,  I  wish  that  he  would  confine  his  remarks  to  those  who  ap- 
parently have  fallen  into  disrepute,  and  not  include  all  university  schools. 

Mr.  Remington:  I  accept  Professor  Johnson's  correction  of  the 
statement.  I  do  not  know  and  do  not  believe  that  all  pharmaceutical 
schools  do  that.  I  thought  I  was  careful  in  what  I  said.  If  you  want 
an  illustration,  there  is  a  concrete  one  which  we  had  here  and  others  were 
mentioned  as  preparing  to  do  it  or  were  doing  it,  and  on  that  I  made  that 
statement.     Of  course,  I  do  not  believe  all  do  it. 

Mr.  Schneider:  On  several  occasions  I  have  shown  my  inability 
to  keep  my  temper  here  at  this  conference,  and  I  am  a  little  bit  pleased — 
to — I  do  not  know  what  you  might  call  it — anyway,  I  have  a  sort  of 
pleasurable  feeling  to  realize  that  my  friend.  Professor  Remington,  is  in 
the  same  boat,  the  same  condition,  only  he  has  the  ability  to  not  'show  it. 
(Laughter.)  For  instance,  he  had  made  one  statement  that  if  we  are 
going  to  go  on  just  as  we  are  now.  Well,  he  knows  that  is  simply  impos- 
sible. He  really  means  that  it  simply  means  that  the  Philadelphia  College 
of  Pharmacy  will  go  out  of  existence  in  a  very  few  years.  We  are 
making  progress.  It  is  so  slow  I  am  very  much  discouraged  at  times,  but 
we  cannot  sit  still.     We  are  going  to  make  progress. 

Mr.  Remington:     You  know  I  did  not  mean  that.      (Laughter.) 

Mr.  Schneider:  I  thought  you  did  not.  With  regard  to  these 
recommendations,  recommendation  three  has  already  been  acted  upon  by 
the  regents  of  the  University  of  California.  The  university  will  require 
that  all  candidates  for  the  degree  of  bachelor  of  pharmacy  will  have  to 
have  university  entrance  of  four  years  high  school,  that  is,  from  an  accred- 
ited high  school,  and  four  years  of  college  instruction.  I  do  not  think 
our  institution  would  approve  of  recommendation  one,  the  lengthening  of 
the  college  course  to  three  years,  without  increasing  the  entrance  require- 
ment. We  now  have  two  years  of  high  school  work  as  an  entrance  require- 
ment for  the  two  years'  course.  It  seems  to  me,  if  I  may  be  so  bold 
as  to  say  so,  that  making  it  a  three-year  college  course  without  increasing 
the  entrance  requirement,  is  going  to  make  a  top  heavy  course. 

Mr.  Rusby:  I  only  rise  to  answer  the  question  of  Professor  Rem- 
ington. I  think  I  should  be  lacking  in  courtesy  if  he  asked  a  question  and 
we  did  not  answer  it.  He  asked  what  in  Heaven's  name  was  going  to 
become  of  the  pharmacist,  the  man  behind  the  gun,  the  man  who  practices 
pharmacy.      I   thought   I   had   answered   that  when   I   said,   "If  such   an 
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extension  and  elevation  of  the  work  of  pharmacy  schools  can  be  accom- 
plished without  in  any  way  disturbing  the  conditions  in  the  separate  de- 
partment which  is  devoted  to  preparing  students  to  becoming  practicing 
pharmacists,   this   is   a   consummation  devoutly   to   be   wished." 

This  committee  was  very  careful  to  separate  the  work  of  the  phar- 
macy schools  into  two  departments,  one,  that  of  preparing  the  pharmacist, 
which  we  have  left  unchanged,  except  that  we  have  added  three  hundred 
hours.  The  gentleman  speaks  about  there  being  such  a  difference.  We 
have  not  added  a  full  year  just  added  300  hours  to  the  1 ,200  hours 
and  distributed  it  over  three  years,  so  that  the  school  shall  have  a  chance 
to  give  these  men  more  practical  work,  give  them  this  commercial  teaching 
which  they  want  and  make  them  better  pharmacists  than  they  were  before. 
Great  pains,  have  been  taken  to  improve  the  conditions  for  preparing  the 
pharmacist.  And  then  when  we  have  done  all  we  can  for  these  men  who 
are  going  to  practice  pharmacy,  we  say  not  let  those  of  us  who  have 
equipments  worth  miUions  of  dollars — yes,  millions  of  dollars — and  are 
represented  in  our  schools,  I  say  it  is  a  wicked  waste  to  let  those  splendid 
plants  remain  unused  when  this  high  work  in  pharmacy  is  open  to  them. 
That  is  the  answer  to  that  question. 

Mr.  Schneider:  Mr.  Chairman,  just  a  suggestion.  I  still  be- 
lieve that  we  ought  to  act  together  on  the  entrance  requirement  for  1915. 
I  was  authorized  and  instructed  by  our  institution  to  go  any  limit  that  the 
conference  might  agree  to.  We  already  have  two  years.  We  would  be 
willing  to  agree  to  four  years'  entrance  requirement  in  191  5.  I  am  author- 
ized to  say  that  much.  I  really  think  we  ought  to— that  is  a  long  ways 
ahead,  1915,  and  the  suggestions  made  would  really  demand  a  little 
better  entrance  requirement.  I  think  we  ought  to  get  together  on  the 
two  years'  or  28  unit  entrance  requirement,  instead  of    1 4. 

Mr.  Whelpley:  I  came  in  very  recently,  and  I  am  not  fully 
cognizant  of  the  exact  condition  of  affairs.  Has  the  conference  adopted 
this? 

President  Clark:  No,  sir;  there  is  a  motion  before  the  confer- 
ence. 

Mr.  Whelpley:    A  motion  to  adopt? 

President  Clark  :     No,  sir.     The  Secretary  will  read  the  motion. 

Secretary  Johnson:  As  I  have  it  noted  here,  Mr.  Anderson 
moved  that  the  report  be  received  and  the  suggestions  contained  therein 
be  sent  to  each  member  of  the  conference  and  action  deferred  for  one  year. 

President  Clark  :  Action  deferred  until  next  year,  that  the  report 
be  printed  and  circularized  and  action  be  deferred  until  next  year.  That 
is  the  status  of  the  question. 

Mr.  Remington:  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  speak  once  more?  The 
most  important  point,  I  think,  about  this  whole  matter  has  not  been 
touched  upon.  In  the  profession  of  medicine,  veterinary  medicine,  dentistry, 
law  and  what  are  called  the  learned  professions,  totally  different  conditions 
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obtain.  We  have  only  three  states  now  which  have  prerequisite  laws.  They 
are  moving.  I  will  always,  I  believe,  maintain  that  the  best  interests  of 
the  pharmacists,  of  the  apothecary,  should  be  preeminent.  Take  the 
boards  of  pharmacy,  the  board  of  pharmacy  will  give  a  man  the  right  to 
practice  pharmacy  without  ever  having  attended  college  at  all.  I  do  not 
have  to  go  to  college  except  in  three  states;  don't  you  see,  gentlemen, 
we  are  up  against  conditions  which  the  other  professions  do  not  have.  A 
doctor  of  medicine  must  first  show  a  diploma  from  some  institution.  In 
most  of  the  states  it  must  be  a  thoroughly  genuine  document.  Here  are 
the  young  men  crowding  in  a  great  many  of  our  states  entering  drug  stores 
and  many  times  side  by  side  with  the  graduate  in  pharmacy  and  sneering 
at  him,  saying  what  does  your  education  amount  to?  I  am  here  and 
getting  a  bigger  salary  than  you  are;  I  have  all  the  rights  that  you  have. 
It  seems  to  me  we  ought  not  to  make  it  so  difficult.  We  ought  not  to 
make  it  so  difficult  for  these  men  to  get  in.  The  other  night  we  saw  an 
illustration  of  the  fact  that  this  is  recognized  by  the  universities  in  giving 
the  extension  course,  and  while  that  may  be  true  here,  it  is  going  to  go 
on,  because  the  universities  are  all  over  educating  men  for  analytical  chem- 
ists and  the  more  exclusive — I  might  say  more  aristocratic — points  of 
the  profession,  but  I  stand  here  and  I  want  every  druggist,  every  poor  honest 
young  man  who  is  trying  to  get  an  education,  I  want  him  to  have  the  op- 
portunity of  going  to  a  college  and  not  having  to  go  to  a  correspondence 
school  or  to  a  correspondence  course.  In  their  way  they  are  all  right,  but 
we  are  pulling  in  opposite  directions.  We  are  making  the  thing  high  for 
men  of  moderate  income.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  what  are  the  attractions 
of  the  retail  drug  business  for  a  man  of  such  abihty  as  will  take  a  seven- 
year  course  in  the  university,  or  six  years,  or  even  less?  I  say  we  are 
pulling  at  both  ends.  What  do  we  want  to  do?  I  believe  we  want  to 
have  institutions  that  will  afford  to  our  men  all  over  the  country,  of  moder- 
ate means,  for  the  man  of  fair  preliminary  education — fair  I  say,  but  who 
have  that;  I  am  not  opposed  to  that  in  any  degree,  but  I  think  if  we  do 
that  we  more  fully  realize  the  best  results  for  pharmacy  than  by  demand- 
ing more,  and  putting  things  out  of  reach.  Let  us  have  pharmacy  for 
pharmacists,  to  make  good  pharmacists,  not  pharmacy  for  analytical 
chemists  or  anything  else  but  pharmacy.  Do  not  let  us  get  up  so  high 
that  we  are  out  of  reach  and  cannot  teach  the  rank  and  file  and  give  them 
a  good,  sound  education.  Here  you  have  institutions  that  are  entirely  in- 
dependent of  this  conference  of  pharmaceutical  faculties,  and  that  is  just 
what  will  come.  The  university  schools,  I  believe,  will  flock  together,  and 
they  can  have  all  those  students  who  want  analytical  chemistry  and  those 
big  things,  and  the  other  institutions  will  take  the  rank  and  file  and  go 
right  ahead  and  do  their  very  best  to  educate  these  men  to  be  pharmacists 
Mr.  Rusby:  May  I  answer  the  question  of  Professor  Remington? 
He  asked  another  question  that  should  be  answered.  He  wants  to  know 
what  the  retail  pharmacist  wants  of  this  higher  instruction.     The  committee 
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on  that  point  stated  as  follows:  "Regarding  these  higher  courses  of  study 
the  committee  does  not  assume  that  they  are  to  be  pursued  for  fitting  stu- 
dents to  practice  pharmacy." 

Mr.   Remington:     Well,  then,  what  is  the  use  of  it? 

Mr.  Asher:  I  want  to  thank  Professor  Remington  for  his  work. 
Professor  Remington  has  in  his  mind  the  poor  boy.  It  has  been  said  on 
the  floors  of  legislatures  that  whenever  they  have  tried  to  enforce  pharma- 
ceutical education  the  poor  boy  has  not  opportunity  to  go  to  school.  If 
these  requirements  are  to  be  enforced,  if  we  go  to  the  state  legislature  and 
they  see  the  long  terms  they  won't  ask  to  have  it  sifted  out;  they  have  not 
time  for  that;  they  will  say  that  that  is  nothing  for  the  poor  boy.  I  will 
say  for  the  Philadelphia  College  of  Pharmacy,  it  does  not  say  that  you 
must  go  to  Philadelphia  to  get  the  degree  of  Ph.  G.  If  you  want  to  get 
the  degree  of  Ph.  G.,  there  are  other  schools  that  are  willing  to  give  it  to 
you  for  two  years,  and  even  in  your  own  state,  if  there  is  sufficient  encour- 
agement on  the  board  of  pharmacy,  the  students  who  have  this  higher 
pharmaceutical  education,  their  school  will  be  only  too  willing  to  increase 
their  course  to  give  that  degree,  if  the  demand  is  sufficient.  I  want  to 
say  that  I  have  had  one  application  for  a  higher  degree  in  the  last  ten 
years.  Our  students  satisfy  themselves  with  the  Ph.  G.  degree.  The 
keynote  of  the  situation  is  exactly  as  Professor  Remington  has  said:  Only 
three  states  in  the  union  give  compulsory  degrees.  At  the  last  session  of 
the  legislature  of  Louisiana  the  State  Pharmaceutical  Association  had  a 
bill  with  a  prerequisite  clause.  The  first  question  put  by  the  committee 
was,  what  states  have  a  prerequisite  clause?  One  of  the  members  who 
was  not  well  informed  said  off-hand  about  eight.  That  was  corrected, 
and  after  it  was  found  but  three  states  had  such  a  clause  the  Louisiana 
legislature  said,  we  are  going  too  fast,  personally  we  do  not  believe  so, 
but  as  long  as  you  have  the  rear  door  open  you  will  not  get  a  sufficient  en- 
couragement for  colleges  of  pharmacy.  If  the  state  boards  of  pharmacy 
were  to  get  up  a  list  of  the  total  number  of  students  that  came  before 
them  for  registration  and  would  then  analyze  that  list  they  would  find 
that  only  about  50  per  cent,  or  even  less,  had  any  degree  of  pharmacy 
whatsoever.  So  I  say  as  long  as  we  have  that  loop  hole  whereby  young 
men  can  get  legal  permission  to  practice  a  calling,  they  are  going  to  find 
the  loop  hole  to  get  it.  I  believe  this  conference  is  reaching  too  high.  The 
conference  wants  to  do  good  work,  but  they  are  not  satisfied  in  going  slowly. 
They  are  reaching  beyond  their  scope  for  the  present  conditions.  Let  us 
satisfy  ourselves  by  going  slowly,  and  do  not  put  too  many  restrictions  upon 
the  conditions  in  pharmacy.  It  is  true,  as  the  report  states,  that  the  posi- 
tions for  educated  pharmacists  today  are  a  great  many  more  than  we  have 
had  in  the  past.  With  the  enactment  of  federal  pure  food  laws  and  the 
various  state  laws,  a  large  number  of  laboratories  have  been  created  whereby 
pharmacists  or  pharmaceutical  chemists  have  an  opportunity  of  getting  posi- 
tions.    I  want  to  say  to  you  that  the  positions  are  not  sufficiently  numerous 
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for  the  large  number  of  graduates  you  are  going  to  turn  out.  Let  us  get 
down  to  the  practical  side.  What  is  the  object  of  a  registered  pharmacist? 
What  encouragement  is  there  for  a  young  man  taking  four  or  five  years  of 
study  and  getting  perhaps  $100  or  $125  a  month,  which  is  about  the 
average — 

Several  Voices:    Seventy-five! 

Mr.  Asher:  I  know  some  that  work  for  $40.  I  did  not  want  to 
say  that.  Do  not  let  us  reach  into  the  clouds.  Let  us  walk  on  terra  firma 
and  be  sure  where  we  are  walking,  and  then  when  we  are  down  on  a 
sound  footing  and  are  sure  of  our  ground  let  us  reach  for  higher  things  if 
possible.  Otherwise  we  will  be  something  as  if  we  were  launching  off  in 
a  ship  knowing  nothing  about  the  treacherous  currents  which  we  are  bound 
to  meet  and  in  which  we  will  meet  destruction. 

Mr.  Whelpley:  There  is  no  question  about  the  purpose  of  this 
conference  or  the  ambition  of  its  members.  We  are  all  endeavoring  to 
better  pharmacy,  and  I  believe  you  will  agree  with  me  that  there  is  no 
question  but  what  here  is  a  devirsity  of  opinion  as  to  the  methods  of  better- 
ing pharmacy.  Professor  Remington  stated  in  the  beginning  of  his  re- 
marks that  the  most  important  question  had  not  been  reached.  I  feel 
that  it  has,  that  he  broached  it  in  the  first  remarks  which  he  made,  in 
which  he  said  that  this  is  a  conference.  If  we  are  not  careful  we  will 
lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  this  is  a  conference,  we  are  losing  sight  of  that 
fact  which  has  wrecked  two  previous  organizations  of  schools  of  pharmacy 
in  the  United  States.  We  lose  sight  of  that  fact  in  out  ambition  to  raise 
the  requirements  and  advance  the  educational  requirements.  We  lose  sight 
of  that  fact  is  our  ambition  to  make  others  come  to  us  in  an  agreement  as 
to  the  use  of  degrees  and  the  requirements  for  those  degrees,  and  if  we  are 
not  careful  we  will  find  ourselves  on  the  eve  of  a  crisis  that  will  wreck 
this  conference  as  previous  conferences  have  been  wrecked.  You  do  not 
all  of  you,  I  am  confident,  fully  understand  the  position  that  this  conference 
holds  among  the  educational  institutions  of  the  United  States.  And  when 
I  say  educational  institutions  I  do  not  mean  institutions  like  the  Philadel- 
phia College  of  Pharmacy,  the  St.  Louis  College  of  Pharmacy  and  insti- 
tutions of  that  kind.  But  I  mean  institutions  that  we  arc  refusing  admis- 
sion, institutions  that  we  have  on  the  gridiron  today,  institutions  that  many 
of  you  do  not  know  exist,  and  institutions  that  are  commonly  called  short- 
course  institutions.  We  are  knocking  them ;  we  are  laughing  about  them. 
But  they  are  finding  a  place  that  is  being  filled  in  a  way  that  will  sur- 
prise those  of  you  who  will  investigate.  Take  our  own  immediate  neigh- 
borhood, of  Missouri  and  Kansas;  we  have  institutions  of  that  class — 
these  short-course  institutions  that  are  supplying  a  want  for  pharmacists,  for 
young  men  and  women  who  desire  to  register,  who  must  register,  and  who 
cannot  or  do  not  care  to  take  a  school  of  pharmacy  course.  There  is 
nothing  under  our  present  conditions  to  prevent  them  from  qualifying  in  that 
way.     In  fact,  as  these  institutions  claim,  they  are  a  great  help  to  pharmacy 
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by  qualifying  these  students  better  than  they  would  be  qualified  if  they 
merely  tried  examination  after  examination  until  they  happened  to  pass. 
Now  many  of  these  institutions  are  conducted  by  people  who  have  formerly 
been  teachers  in  schools  of  pharmacy,  people  whose  ambitions  are  just  as 
great  as  ours,  whose  ideas  of  propriety  of  pharmaceutical  education  coin- 
cide with  our  own,  people  who  would  not  think  of  conferring  a  diploma 
for  work  of  that  kind. 

As  was  pointed  out  here,  and  as  many  of  you  will  remember,  how 
Professor  Holbrook,  time  and  again,  reported  his  position  that  the  national 
institute  of  pharmacy  was  merely  a  preparatory  course,  and  that  he  told 
his  students  they  could  not  receive  a  diploma  because  they  were  not  worthy 
of  it.  Now  we  have  institutions  of  that  kind,  many  of  them  that  require 
attendance  at  their  schools.  There  is  one  in  Kansas  City  that  requires  a 
thorough  course  of  qualification  and  instruction.  Their  students  wanted 
diplomas.  They  were  told  they  could  not  have  diplomas,  and  they  said 
why,  we  can  go  to  the  University  of  Kansas  for  twelve  weeks  and  get  a 
diploma.  And  that  was  what  led  to  my  asking  Professor  Sayre  for  the 
qualifications  necessary  for  the  conferring  of  a  degree  ot  graduate  in  phar- 
macy in  his  school.  He  said  four  years  of  work. '  That  was  the  informa- 
tion he  gave  me,  four  years  of  work.  That  caused  me  to  understand  that 
they  had  to  attend  an  institution  for  four  years. 

Mr.  Sayre  :     No,  I  said  part  of  it  was  in  absentia. 

Mr.  Whelpley:  I  said  to  him,  I  am  glad  to  learn  that.  He 
said  part  of  it  is  in  absentia,  but  we  require  four  years,  more  than  you  re- 
quire in  the  St.  Louis  College  of  Pharmacy  for  the  same  degree. 

Mr.  Sayre:     I  beg  pardon;  let  me  correct  you  there. 

Mr.  Whelpley:  You  will  have  every  opportunity.  This  shows 
how  our  schools  not  only  are  doing  things  that  cause  these  institutes  of 
pharmacy  and  these  short-term  quiz  schools  to  think  that  they  must  do  the 
same,  give  diplomas,  and  they  even  make  fun  of  us.  They  ask  us  what 
we  are  doing  here  in  this  conference;  you  are  doing  things  that  we  cannot 
conscientiously  do,  and  what  is  more,  while  I  brought  this  matter  before 
the  conference,  I  am  confident  that  there  are  many  in  this  room  that  can 
bring  other  things  about  other  institutions  in  this  conference  that  would  be 
just  as  startling  if  laid  bare  as  the  matter  that  I  laid  before  you,  and  I 
will  say  furthermore  that  it  has  been  frequently  remarked  with  those  who 
profess  the  greatest  things  in  regard  to  their  requirements  and  their  ambi- 
tions to  have  higher  requirements.  Some  of  you  may  remember  how  Pro- 
fessor Sayre,  in  presenting  his  report  here,  took  occasion  to  revert  back  to 
the  Indianapolis  meeting,  at  the  time  when  he  struggled  to  get  under  cover, 
and  get  away  from  that  excepted  territory,  stating  that  Kansas  was  fully 
qualified  to  produce  all  the  high  school  graduates  in  order  to  keep  up 
its  school.  Now  it  develops  that  he  must  confer  the  degree  of  graduate 
without  any  qualification  at  all. 

Mr.  Sayre  :      Mr.  Chairman,  I  object  to  those  remarks. 
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Mr.  WheLPLEY:     Now  what  I  have  said  about  this  one  case 

Mr.  Sayre:      I  object  to  those  remarks. 

Mr.  WhelpLEY:  Our  president  stated  last  year  that  there  were 
institutions  which  would  not  come  into  this  conference  because  we  were  not 
living  up  to  our  requirements,  and  that  is  true.  I  feel  that  we  should  bend 
our  energies  first  of  all  along  the  lines  that  the  executive  committee  has 
laid  out,  of  finding  out  who  each  matriculant  is  in  each  school  belonging 
to  this  conference,  and  see  that  we  are  living  up  to  our  present  requirements, 
and  see  that  we  are  not  advancing  too  rapidly. 

Dr.  Schneider  says  his  school  is  ready  to  go  any  length.  At  the 
Indianapolis  conference,  perhaps  you  have  forgotten  what  we  proposed  at 
that  time;  we  proposed  one  year  high  school — not  its  equivalent — one  year 
high  school;  the  equivalent  was  not  in  the  original  requirement.  Next 
year  two  years  high  school,  next  year  three  years  high  school,  next  year 
four  years  high  school;  then  we  come  here  and  find  that  members  of  our, 
conference  at  the  present  time  are  not  Hving  up  to  even  the  one  year  high 
school.  Now,  gntlemen,  these  are  facts  that  we  must  consider.  We  must 
take  them  not  only  into  consideration  but  take  them  home  with  us  if  we 
are  going  to  continue  as  a  conference.  If  we  do  not  take  these  into  con- 
sideration this  will  be  a  conference  of  very  few  people,  with  very  little 
influence  in  pharmaceutical  affairs.  We  will  find  institutions  like  the  Phil- 
adelphia College  of  Pharmacy  will  go  along  about  their  ^usiness,  others 
will  go  along  about  their  business;  not  only  that;  there  will  be  many  things 
which  I  should  dislike  to  state,  even  in  an  executive  session. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  I  had  the  gift  of  speaking 
at  length  and  as  fluently  and  connectedly  as  the  persons  who  have  pre- 
ceeded  me,  but  I  think  it  is  unjust  to  the  institution  I  represent,  and  I  wish 
you  would  bear  with  me  a  moment  in  a  few  reflections  that  I  had  as  the 
last  speaker  was  on  the  floor. 

I  shall  not  rehearse  what  transpired  prior  to  this  meeting.  But  I 
was  absolutely  astounded  when  this  matter  was  brought  before  the  confer- 
ence. I  had  an  interview  with  Professor  Whelpley  and  told  him  about 
the  history  of  the  correspondence  school.  I  said  that  Mr.  Havenhill  knew 
more  about  it  than  I  did.  I  explained  to  you  the  origin  of  that,  told 
how  it  originated,  that  it  was  not  supposed  by  the  University  as  connected 
with  the  school  of  pharmacy;  it  was  an  institution  that  started,  as  I  said, 
to  help  the  apprentice  and  to  cover  the  demand  which  has  been  made  and 
forced  upon  us  to  accommodate  a  great  many  young  men  who  could  not 
attend  the  university,  who  could  not  attend  any  course  in  pharmacy,  and 
I  also  stated  that  the  number  thus  far  was  but  four,  there  has  been  no 
graduate,  there  has  been  no  diploma,  and  there  has  not  been  a  diploma 
printed  or  anything  of  the  sort.  What  has  been  done  the  University  Ex- 
tention  is  responsible  for.  I  object,  Mr.  President,  to  a  member  of  a  body 
of  this  kind  to  go  before  this  conference  and  make  and  magnify  to  this 
conference  a  matter  which  is  so  easily  remedied.      The  one  mistake  that 
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the  University  of  Kansas  has  made  is  that  of  their  offering  this  degree  of 
Ph.  G.  I  offered  a  resolution  here  and  forced  it  almost  against  your  wishes 
by  that  resolution  which  I  introduced  the  other  night  that  would  have  cor- 
rected this  without  all  of  this  trouble.  If  you  carry  out  that  resolution  that 
I  forced  upon  his  institution  here  night  before  last,  what  will  be  the  result? 
The  University  of  Kansas  will  be  notified  that  so  far  as  the  degree  of 
Ph.  G.  for  that  course,  if  your  school  of  pharmacy  wishes  to  retain  a 
membership  in  this  conference  they  must  not  offer  that  degree.  What  will 
be  the  result?  Why,  I  know  very  well,  but  I  am  not  here  to  pledge  what 
the  University  will  do.  The  University  will  say,  of  course,  we  want  to 
do  what  the  conferences  wishes  us  to  do,  the  University  of  Kansas  in  this 
conference  of  pharmaceutical  faculties,  which  is  for  the  purpose  of  elevating 
pharmacy,  will  do  all  it  can  to  work  in  harmony  with  the  conference. 
That  is  all  there  is  to  it.  We  have  not  issued  a  single  certificate,  we  have 
not  pledged  except  by  mistake,  and  that  was  an  error  on  our  part.  I 
do  not  want  to  say  of  Mr.  Havenhill  that  he  has  made  a  mistake,  but 
he  came  to  me  afterwards  and  said,  I  am  very  sorry  that  in  the  working  up 
of  this  course  I  did  not  know  it  was  against  the  principles  of  the  conference, 
or  I  should  not  have  allowed  this  Ph.  G.  to  have  gone  on,  as  I  promised  in 
this  direction. 

President  Clark:     I  do  not  want  to  cut  you  short  on  this,  but 

the  question  before  us  is 

Mr.  Sayre:     I  just  want  to 


President  Clark:  I  understand  you  want  to  defend  yourself 
against  the  remarks  made  by   Mr.   Whelpley ;  that  is  all  right. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  If  I  have  made  myself  perfectly  clear,  if  you  under- 
stand this,  gentlemen  of  the  conference,  do  I  have  to  come  up  here  and 
explain  again  the  position  of  the  University  of  Kansas — do  you  understand 
it? 

Several  Voices:     Certainly. 

Mr.  Sayre  :      Please  do  not  bring  it  up  again. 

President  Clark:  We  should  not  have  allowed  the  subject  to 
have  come  up.      (Applause.) 

Mr.  Sayre  :  If  you  will  allow  me  to  talk,  I  want  to  say  just  one 
word  in  regard  to  this  question.  I  quite  agree  with  Dr.  Whelpley  that  w« 
are  here  as  a  conference ;  we  are  composed  of,  as  I  can  see,  two  different 
stratas  or  groups  of  bodies.  One  of  those  classes  or  bodies  belongs  lu 
the  universities  and  the  other  class  of  private  schools.  We  have  our  interests 
in  common;  we  have  our  federated  interests,  and  we  come  here  and  help 
each  other  on  lines  which  pertain  to  the  common  welfare  of  pharmacy,  but 
we  have  interests  separate,  that  is,  the  universities  have  their  own  particular 
problems  which  the  other  schools  do  not  have  at  all,  and  the  other  schools- 
have  their  problems  that  do  not  pertain  to  the  universities. 
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I  have  suggested  this  before.  It  seems  to  me  we  are  making  a  mistake 
when  we  are  endeavoring  to  elevate  pharmacy  here  as  we  are  doing,  not  to 
permit  the  universities  to  grapple  with  their  particular  problems  and  the 
other  schools  to  grapple  with  theirs,  and  then  we  have  a  confusion  of  the 
whole  thing.  Let  us  all  move  together.  That  is  what  I  hope  we  will 
come  to. 

Mr.  Whelpley:  Just  one  word;  I  should  have  said  in  the  begin- 
ning and  would  like  to  say  now,  that  it  was  really  painful  to  me  to  bring 
this  matter  before  the  conference  on  account  of  my  long  and  high  re- 
gard- 


President  Clark:  Let  us  have  the  discussion  on  the  question, 
please. 

Mr.  Whelpley:  I  just  wanted  to  say  that  the  remarks  that  have 
been  made  remind  me  of  the  young  lady  who  asked  to  be  excused  on 
account  of  the  child  being  so  small.  Professor  Sayre  has  explained  to  us  that 
his  transgression  was  very  little,  and  we  ought  to  have  overlooked  it.  I  am 
glad  to  join  the  conference  in  overlooking  it  as  we  did  the  other  night. 

Mr.  Day:  This  discussion  is  highly  interesting,  and  I  presume  that 
the  idea  that  the  conference  at  this  time  has  is  to  bring  out  such  discussions, 
but  I  am  afraid  we  are  not  getting  anywhere,  and  we  are  losing  a  great  deal 
of  time,  as  I  understand  the  report  of  this  committee  is  essentially  tentative, 
does  not  carry  any  weight  whatever,  it  is  to  be  sent  to  the  schools  for  their 
consideration. 

President  Clark:  That  is  the  motion  before  us.  We  are  all 
talking  without  much  knowledge  of  the  subject.  It  seems  to  me  the  question 
is  simply  if  this  report  is  to  be  distributed  as  our  committee  suggested.  We 
can  talk  about  it  next  year  when  we  know  something  about  it. 

The  question  was  here  called  for. 

President  Clark:  The  question  then  is  on  Dr.  Anderson's  motion 
to  the  effect  that  this  report  be  printed  and  sent  to  every  member  of  the 
conference  and  action  deferred  until  next  year.     Is  that  the  substance  of  it? 

The  question  was  here  put,  and  carried  without  dissent. 

President  Clark:  There  are  two  communications  here  bearing 
upon  this,  one  from  Professor  Wulling  and  one  from  Professor  McGill. 
One  is  entitled  "New  York  State  and  Boston  Proposition  with  Respect  to 
Degrees,"  and  the  other  one  is  "Degrees  in  Pharmacy."  These  two  papers 
bear  directly  upon  these  same  subjects.  The  recommendations  in  them  are 
along  the  same  lines.  Do  you  wish  to  have  these  papers  read,  or  might 
not  they  be  referred  along  with  this  other  resport? 

Mr.  Day:  I  suggest  inasmuch  as  we  are  going  to  think  this  matter 
over  for  the  coming  year  and  not  take  any  action  on  it  at  this  time  we 
have  the  papers  read  by  title,  printed  in  our  proceedings,  and  that  will 
give  us  a  chance  to  read  them  over  during  the  coming  year  and  consider 
them  along  with  the  report  of  this  committee. 

This  motion  was  duly  seconded. 
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Mr.  Anderson:  Any  recommendations  contained  therein  to  be 
referred  with  your  other  reports  for  action  next  year. 

President  Clark:  The  entire  paper  to  be  referred  and  considera- 
tion deferred  until  next  year  and  the  recommendations  considered  along 
with  the  other  report. 

The  motion  was  here  put,  and  carried  without  dissent. 

Mr.  Schneider:  That  is,  they  are  to  be  printed  in  the  proceed- 
ings. 

President  Clark:     Be  printed  in  the  proceedings. 

Degrees   in   Pharmacy 

The  three  traditional  degrees,  the  bachelor's,  the  master's  and  the  doc- 
tor's, should  be  the  only  ones  applied  to  pharmacy.  Not  because  they  are 
traditional,  but  because  they  fit  the  purpose  best.  In  fact,  they  are  the  only 
established  and  well  recognized  degrees  expressing  quantitative  and  defi- 
nite values  of  higher  learning.  The  bachelor's  is  the  first,  or  lowest;  the 
doctor's  the  last,  or  highest,  and  the  master's  possesses  an  intermediatft 
value.  Tliey  are  awarded  for  definite  work  usually  done  In  the  course,  the 
two  higher,  especially  the  doctor's,  being  often  conferred  for  conspicuous, 
unusual  or  honorable  achievement.  They  are  the  only  degrees  that  have 
become  standardized  and  fairly  equalized.  They  were  originally  purely 
academic,  but  later  it  became  the  custom  to  award  them  for  higher  profes- 
sional or  technical  work,  so  that  now  we  have  not  only  bachelors,  masters 
and  doctors  of  science,  art,  pliilosophy,  theology  and  law,  but  as  well  of 
pharmacy,  chemistry,  engineering,  pedagogy,  agriculture,  etc.  Pharmacy 
should,  through  the  American  Conference  of  Pharmaceutical  Faculties, 
definitely  go  on  record  as  adhering  to  these  degrees  only.  The  title,  "Grad- 
uate in  Pharmacy "  and  "Pharmaceutical  Chemist,"  of  course,  should  be 
eliminated.  They  are  not  degrees  anyway  and  are  inconsistent.  A  phar- 
macist certainly  should  be  more  than  a  pharmaceutical  chemist,  and  since 
a  person  possessing  this  title  had  to  complete  work  in  fields  other  than 
chemistry  more  than  equal  to  the  vt^ork  in  chemistry  he  is  not  correctly 
entitled.  The  history  of  the  title  "Graduate  in  Pharmacy"  indicates  that 
it  was  not  intended  as  a  degree.  A  graduate  in  pharmacy  should  have 
relatively  as  thorough  a  -training  as  a  graduate  in  medicine  or  dentistry 
has  and  should  be  recognized  by  degrees  customary  in  other  higher  pro- 
fessional and  academic  fields,  rather  than  by  titles.  On  the  other  hand, 
It  is  not  right  nor  consistent  to  bestow  the  doctor's  degree  for  the  comple- 
tion of  an  undergraduate  course  or  even  for  a  second  or  so-called  post- 
graduate course,  because  the  doctor's  degree  has  traditionally  and  prop- 
erly been  reserved  by  tlie  best  teaching  institutions  for  distinctly  higher 
work  than  is  done  in  any  present  course  in  operation  for  the  doctor's  de- 
gree in  pharmacy.  Pharmacy  should  relieve  itself  of  the  discredit  and 
embarrassment  in  which  it  finds  Itself  for  having  contenanced  the  misuse 
of    tlie    doctor's    degree. 

It  fits  in  here  to  state  the  commonplace  that  the  successful  study  and 
practice  of  pharmacy  requires  an  adequate  preliminary  schooling.  The 
low  standard  of  pharmacy  is  due  more  to  the  lack  of  sufficient  grounding 
in  common  and  high  school  subjects  than  to  insufficient  professional  train- 
ing of  practitioners.  Pliarmacy  should  be  self-respecting  enough  to  re- 
quire at  least  a  four-year  high  school  training,  or  an  equivalent,  for  en- 
trance to  its  ranks.  The  boards  of  pharmacy  control  the  admission  to  the 
practice  of  pharmacy.  They  have  the  power,  and  in  some  states  exercise  It, 
to  designate  and  exact  a  preliminary  requirement.  They  have  the  power 
to  designate  the  requirement  to  be  a  high  school  training  or  equivalent, 
and  they  ought  so  designate,   and  the  Conference  could   help   them. 

I  recommend,  therefore,  that  the  Conference  seek  to  do  three  things 
as    soon    as   possible: 

First — Establish  the  universal  and  exclusive  use  of  the  bachelor's, 
the  master's  and  the  doctor's  degrees  for,  respectively,  the  undergraduate 
and    a    first   and    second   graduate   course;    and 

Second — Standardize    the    three    courses;    and 

Third — Aid  tlie  boards  of  pharmacy  to  establish  more  universal  pre- 
liminary requirements,  which  latter  should  be  a  high  school  training  or 
an    equivalent    and    nothing    less.  FREDERICK    J.    WULLING. 

Minneapolis,   Minn.,    1912. 
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The    N'e^v   York   State   and    ItOMtou    I'ropoHitioii    With    Rewpect   to   Degreea 

Ry   J.    T.    McOill 
The    proposition    of   the   New    York   State   and    Boston    Schools   of    Phar- 
macy witli   respect   to   degrees,   requirements   in   preliminary   education,   and 
courses   of   study,   is   in    brief: 
Ph.    G. — One    year    in    high    school    for    admission,    course    of    two    years,    or 

thirty  weeks,   of   twenty  hours. 
Ph.   C. — Fourteen   and   one-half  units  for   admission,   course   of    three    years, 
of   thirty   weeks,   of   twenty   hours. 

B.  S.  in  Phar. — Fourteen  and  one-half  units  for  admission,  course  of  four 

years. 
Phar  D. — Fourteen  and   one-half  units  for  admission,   course  of  six   years. 

In  harmony  with  and  in  furtherance  of  a  portion  of  this,  the  New 
York  State  Education  Department  has  announced  that:  "The  degree  of 
Graduate  in  Pharmacy  (Ph.  G.)  .shall  be  the  only  degree  recognized  from 
the  registered  two-year  course  of  all  students  matriculating  after  Janu- 
ary 1,   1913,  and  graduating  after  January  1,   191.5." 

I  wish  to  say  by  way  of  introduction  that  the  following  communica- 
tion is  intended  to  express  the  views  of  the  faculty  of  the  Department 
of  Pharmacy  of  Vanderbilt  University,  although  it  is  not  possible  at  this 
season   to   submit   it   to  a  meeting  of   that   body. 

We  do  not  object  to  the  requirements  proposed  for  the  degree  of  Ph. 
G.  for  the  schools  that  desire  to  give  it.  Vanderbilt  University  does  not 
wish  to  lower  its  requirements  to  those  usual  for  this  degree,  nor  does  it 
seem  proper  to  confer  it  for  higher  requirements  and  thus  come  into  com- 
petition at  a  disadvantage  with  many  low-grade  schools.  The  disadvantage 
would  be  emphasized  by  the  fact  that  Boards  of  Pharmacy  in  some  states 
give  preference  to  schools  requiring  four  years  of  practical  experience  for 
graduation,  regardless  of  other  considerations. 

It  is  possible  that  the  degree  of  Ph.  G.  may  sometimes  be  established 
to  represent  qualifications  such  that  Vanderbilt  University  will  confer  it, 
but  the  pre.sent  faculty  will  never  consent  to  certify  in  a  diploma  to  the 
efficiency  of  work  done  under  pharmacists  in  drug  stores.  A  diploma  is 
not  a  license  to  practice  pharmacy.  To  the  State  Boards  is  delegated 
the  right  to  issue  license,  and  they  may  very  properly  consider  and  value 
the  educational  qualifications  implied  by  the  diploma  on  the  one  hand 
and  the  practical  experience  signified  by  certificates  of  pharmacists  on  the 
other. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  here  that  the  only  opportunity  offered  by  the 
New  York  State  and  Boston  proposition  to  any  phamacy  school  to  engage 
in  preparing  young  men  for  the  ordinary  work  of  a  pharmacist — the  in- 
tention, we  may  presume,  of  nine-tenths  of  the  students — and  maintain 
its  reputation,  is  to  give  the  Ph.  G.  degree.  T~>r.  Rusby  says  in  his  letter 
in  regard  to  the  proposition  that  it  is  quite  likely  that  few  will  be  willing 
to  pay  the  price  for  the  B.  S.  in  Pharmacj%  and  the  Doctor  of  Pharmacy 
degrees:  and  the  three-year  course  for  Ph.  C.  is  provided  in  order  not  to 
absolutely  frighten  away  all  those  desirous  of  a  higher  course."  The  Edu- 
cation Department  of  New  York  brings  its  aid  to  the  movement  that 
would  limit  the  usefulness  of  many  of  the  best  of  our  pharmaceutical 
school.s  to  the  education  of  the  rare  Four-year  Bachelors  and  Six-year 
Doctors,  and  the  frightened  few  Three-year  pharmaceutical  chemists  by 
condemning  all  schools  that  give  a  two-vear  course,  unless  thev  will 
confer  the  Ph.  G.  degree.  Several  of  the  reasons  have  been  stated  above 
for  not  conferring  this  degree  at  Vanderbilt.  Doubtless  there  are  other 
schools  having  similar  objections. 

Vanderbilt  University  is  in  sympathy  with  the  educational  authorities 
of  New  York  in  their  efforts  to  raise  the  standard  of  pharmaceutical  edu- 
cation and  has  cooperated  in  the  South  at  great  financial  sacrifice:  but  it 
will  not  take  a  backward  step  by  lowering  its  requirements  to  those  of 
Ph  G.,  nor  will  it,  for  the  sake  of  registration  in  New  York  State,  destroy 
its  own  usefulness  by  offering  only  courses  for  specialists  and  thus  w^lth- 
drawing  its  superior  facilities  from  the  use  of  the  manv  who  desire  to 
follow  the  ordinary  honorable  profession  or  occupation  of  the  pharmacist. 
The  logical  effect  of  the  success  of  the  movement  is  not  to  better  pre- 
pare pharmacists  for  their  proper  work,  but  to  cut  them  off  from  the  ad- 
vantages which  the  best  equipped  schools  afford.  However.  "It's  an  ill 
wind  that  blows  nobody  good";  the  other  schools  will  welcome  them. 

According   to    the   plan    proposed,    the    three-year   course    for   which    Ph. 

C.  is  given  is  "only  a  stepping  stone"  to  the  time  when  there  shall  be 
nothing  short  of  a  four-year  course  recognized  in  the  higher  pharmaceu- 
tical education.  If  the  degree  is  to  be  given  up,  there  is  no  particular  ob- 
jection  to  this   method   of  elimination. 
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The  four-year  course,  whicli  includes  the  essentials  of  the  usual  Ph. 
G.  or  Ph.  C.  as  electives  in  a  B.  S.,  course,  is  already  established  in  a 
number  of  university  pharmacy  schools.  The  tendency,  however,  in  col- 
leges and  universities  appears  to  be  to  have  one  B.  S.  deprree  .iust  as  there 
is  one  B.  A.  degree.  In  some  institutions  electives  from  the  course  of 
study  for  Bachelor  of  Laws  may  be  taken  in  the  work  for  B.  A.,  but  no 
such    degree    as    Bachelor    of    Arts    in    Laws    is    conferred. 

In  discussing  the  proper  requirements  for  the  degree  of  Doctor  of 
Pharmacy,  the  question  should  first  be  decided  whether  that  degree  should 
be  considered  as  analagous  to  the  University  degree  of  Doctor  of  Philos- 
ophy or  tlie  professional  degree  of  Doctor  of  Medicine.  The  former  implies 
an  academic  course  of  four  years  leading  to  the  baccalaureate  degree,  then 
graduate  work  for  one  year  for  the  Master's  degree,  then  one  or  two  years 
of  research  work.  The  requirements  for  the  latter,  set  by  the  American 
Medical  Association,  are  a  preliminary  academic  training  equivalent  to 
fourteen  units,  followed  by  a  four-year  course  in  special  professional 
subjects   in   a  school   of  medicine. 

Xow,  veterinary  medicine,  dentistry,  and  pharmacy  are  practically 
branches  of  medicine.  One  can  attain  to  thoroughness  and  efficiency  in 
these  professions  without  pursuing  all  the  subiects  of  the  curriculum  of 
a  medical  school.  Is  it  not  natural  and  proper,  therefore,  if  the  doctor's 
degree  is  to  be  conferred  at  all  upon  graduates  in  veterinary  medicinej 
dentistry,  and  pharmacy,  that  the  academic  training  be  also  fourteen  units 
but  the  special  professional  course  be  less  than  four  years?  If  the  Medical 
Association  raises  the  preliminary  educational  requirements  above  four- 
teen units,  let  the  American  Pharmaceutical  Association  or  the  American 
Conference  of  Pharmaceutical  Faculties  make  a  corresponding  change  for 
Doctor  of  Pharmacy.  These  things  being  understood,  by  what  right  can 
anyone  charge  that  schools  of  pharmacy  in  conferring  the  Doctor's  degree 
are    "issuing    false    credentials"? 

On  the  other  hand,  what  is  more  unreasonable  than  that  a  student  who 
enters  a  pharmacy  school  will  have  to  take  a  course  for  the  Degree  of 
Doctor  of  Pharmacy  two  years  longer  than  a  student  who  enters  a  medical 
school  with  the  same  preparation  will  have  to  take  for  the  degree  of 
Doctor  of  Medicine,  and  that  otherwise  the  profession  of  pharmacy  will 
be    discredited? 

At  Vanderbilt  TTniversity  the  degree  of  Ph.  C.  is  conferred  upon  stu- 
dents v/ho  enter  with  an  academic  education  of  seven  units,  equivalent  to 
high  school  work  of  two  years:  the  degree  of  Phar  D.  is  conferred  if  the 
academic  preparation  is  fourteen  units,  equivalent  to  high  school  work 
of  four  years.  Beginning  with  the  session  1913-14  the  requirements  to 
admission  for  the  Ph.  C.  candidate  will  be  ten  units,  equivalent  to  high 
school  work  of  about  three  years.  The  intention  of  the  Faculty  is  to  es- 
tablish an  entrance  requirement  of  not  less  than  fourteen  units  for  any 
degree  as  soon  as  practicable,  perhaps  in  1914.  This  would  seem  to  elim- 
inate the  Ph.  C.  degree.  But  personally  I  am  in  favor  of  making  this 
the  degree  for  the.  specialists — -"inspectors,  analysts,  heads  of  manufactur- 
ing departments,  etc,"  for  which  Dr.  Rusby  proposes  the  degree  of  Phar.  I). 
A  number  of  electives  would  be  offered,  by  a  choice  of  which  the  course  of 
study   could   be   varied  to  suit   the   purpose   in   view. 

The  degree  of  B.  S.  in  Pharmacy  is  not  given  at  Vanderbilt.  but  the 
B.  S.  degree  can  be  taken  with  as  many  as  twelve  hours  out  of  the  sixty- 
four  elected  from  the  curriculum  of  the  Department  of  Pharmacy.  In  this 
case  the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Pharmacy  can  also  be  obtained  by  taking 
in  addition  the  studies  of  the  pharmacy  course  not  already  elected  for  the 
B.    S.    degree. 

Vice-President  Clark:     Any  unfinished  business? 

Mr.  Schneider:      I  have  a  couple  of  motions  to  submit  when  the 
proper  time  comes. 

President  Clark:     Miscellaneous  business,  have  you  any  miscel- 
laneous business? 

Mr.  Schneider:     Are  the  recommendations  in  order  on  the  miscel- 
laneous, where  do  they  come  in,  new  business? 

President  Clark:      Then  we  will  take  up  consideration  of  new 
business. 

75 


Mr.  Schneider:  It  was  suggested  I  formulate  a  recommedation 
at  the  last  meeting.      I  have  on  here. 

Moved  that  the  conference  go  on  record  as  disapproving  correspond- 
ence courses  in  pharmacy  and  quiz  preparation  courses  for  boards  of  phar- 
macy in  examinations. 

The  idea  is  to  place  ourselves  on  record  regarding  these  two. 

This  motion  was  seconded. 

Mr.  AsheR:  I  should  like  to  make  an  amendment  to  that  motion, 
and  while  of  course  it  is  naturally  understood  that  the  conference  is  going 
to  disapprove  that,  that  would  not  have  any  weight,  but  I  would  like  to 
amend  the  motion  by  adding  "To  be  conducted  by  any  teacher  connected 
with  a  school  which  is  a  member  of  the  conference." 

Mr.    Whelpley:      I   second   that   amendment. 

Mr.  Schneider:      I  agree  to  that  amendment. 

President  Clark:  Include  that  and  read  it  over  again.  Professor 
Schneider. 

Professor  Schneider:    The  motion  is  this: 

Moved  that  this  conference  go  on  record  as  disapproving  correspond- 
ence courses  in  pharmacy,  quiz  preparation  courses  for  boards  of  phar- 
macy examinations  conducted  by  teachers  in  schools  or  members  of  the 
conference. 

That  is  the  amendment  proposed. 

A  Member:  Should  we  not  broaden  that  by  making  it  mclude 
beside  teachers  other  officers,  any  person  connected  with  a  school? 

Mr.  Rusby:  You  can  hardly  do  that  because  if  your  college  of 
pharmacy  are  pharmacists  and  the  school  is  only  the  teaching  part  of  it; 
that  includes  600  j)eople.  Turn  them  out  of  the  society- — make  it  instead 
of  600,  599. 

Mr.  AsheR:  I  want  to  be  a  little  liberal  in  my  views.  I  do  not 
know  as  we  ought  to  include  outside  members.  There  may  be  cases  where 
young  men  holding  quiz  classes  may  be  members  of  colleges  of  pharmacy, 
and  I  see  no  reason  if  that  young  man  wishes  to  take  a  quiz  course.  My 
point  is  that  a  teacher  connected  with  a  school  should  not  hold  these  quiz 
classes,  but  if  a  member  of  a  college  of  phamacy  wishes  to  I  do  not  see 
why  we  should  have  anything  to  do  with  that.  I  think  it  is  outside  of 
the  domain  of  this  conference  to  include  those.  That  is  a  private  affair, 
but  it  is  not  a  private  affair  for  this  conference  of  pharmaceutical  faculties, 
and  I  do  not  know  as  we  can  even  govern  them;  we  can  only  suggest  this 
to  the  members  of  faculties  included  within  our  organization. 

Mr.  Day:  I  think  we  could  broaden  that  resolution  a  little  further 
by  making  it  by  teachers  connected  with  colleges  connected  with  this  con- 
ference. 

President  Clark:  Would  it  not  be  well  to  have  the  committee 
drawn  this  up  in  a  little  better  shape? 

Mr.  Schneider:     Yes,  I  think  it  would,  think  it  over  a  little. 
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President  Clark:      It  would  take  just  a  few  minutes  to  do  it. 

Mr.  Bradley:  May  I  speak  just  a  moment  on  the  resolution?  It 
seems  to  me  that  we  are  forgetting  that  the  other  night  we  assured  Dr. 
Sayre  that  we  did  not  disapprove  of  the  work  of  these  extension  courses, 
but  that  we  only  disapproved  of  their  giving  a  degree.  That  seems  to 
be  entirely   forgotten  this  morning. 

President  Clark:     That  is  true. 

Mr.  Bradley:  We  settled  the  other  night  that  the  extension  school 
was  not  independent  of  the  school  of  pharmacy,  but  we  assured  Dr.  Sayre, 
many  of  us,  and  I  think  some  on  the  floor  several  times,  that  we  did  not 
disapprove  of  the  work,  and  I  do  not  think  many  of  us  do  disapprove  of 
the  work.  We  disapprove  of  their  giving  degrees.  But  if  this  is  referred 
to  the  committee,  that  committee  should  clearly  express  exactly  what  we 
mean.  I  am  not  speaking  against  our  disapproval  if  we  do  mean  that, 
but  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  we  are  not  consistent  between 
our  assurance  the  other  night  and  our  action  this  morning. 

President  Clark:     That  is  a  very  good  point. 

Mr.  Asher:  Prof.  Bradley  says  it  was  merely  voicing  the  opinion  of 
several  members  of  the  Conference.  The  Conference  did  not  go  on 
record  upon  extension  courses  in  any  wise.  It  was  merely  the  opinion  of 
the  men  who  got  up  speaking  on  that  matter.  That  very  point  has  been 
made  on  the  floor  this  morning,  that  the  avenue  of  getting  students  is  being 
closed  to  schools  of  pharmacy  by  the  very  fact  that  there  are  other  means 
whereby  students  can  pass  the  board  examinations,  either  without  taking  a 
correspondence  course,  merely  by  studying  quizes,  or  through  the  agency  of 
these  correspondence  courses.  If  these  schools  are  looking  for  higher  edu- 
cation, want  these  young  men  to  get  higher  education,  we  have  got  to  have 
some  field  from  which  to  draw  material  and  a  part  of  that  field  from  which 
we  are  getting  our  material  is  going  to  be  shut  off.  If  the  Conference,  as  a 
Conference,  is  going  to  maintain  higher  pharmaceutical  education,  I  say 
that  the  Conference  should  go  on  record  as  not  sanctioning  the  quiz  courses 
as  a  while,  but  especially  in  regard  to  quiz  courses  being  held  by  teachers 
in  schools  of  pharmacy  connected  with  the  Conference. 

Mr.  Schneider:  I  think  I  have  it  now,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  I  may 
read  it.     I  was  a  little  disturbed,  but  I  think  it  reads  all  right. 

Moved  that  this  Conference  go  on  record  as  disapproving  correspond- 
ence courses  in  pharmacy  and  quiz  preparation  courses  for  board  of  phar- 
macy examinations  conducted  by  any  teacher  connected  with  a  college  rep- 
resented in  this  Conference. 

My  personal  idea  was  simply  to  put  our  stamp  of  approval  on  properly 
equipped  colleges  and  our  stamp  of  disapproval  on  improperly  equipped 
sources  of  information.  I  do  not  deny  that  you  can  get  some  information 
from  a  correspondence  course,  but  when  you  conduct  a  correspondence 
course    for   the   very   purpose   of   supplanting   and   displacing   a   properly 
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equipped  institution,  I  think  we  are  doing  wrong.      We  are  not  living  up 
to  our  convictions  that  we  claim  to  live  up  to  and  pretend  to  live  up  to. 

President  Clark:  We  must  bear  in  mind  one  thing,  that  we  are 
not  forming  a  trust  of  pharmaceutical  colleges  here. 

Mr.  Schneider:  Not  at  all,  that  is  not  the  idea  at  all.  We  are 
simply  approving  of  properly  equipped  colleges. 

Mr.  Day:  I  agree  with  Mr.  Schneider's  motion,  I  believe  we  have 
no  power  outside  of  our  own  membership  anyway. 

Mr.  Schnelder:     Absolutely  none. 

Mr.  Day:  It  is  nevertheless  an  unfortunate  situation  in  which  we 
find  ourselves.  We  find  a  number  of  these  correspondence  courses  started 
ostensibly  to  give  a  pharmaceutical  education  to  young  men  who  could  not 
attend  regular  schools  of  pharmacy,  and  we  find  that  these  correspondence 
schools  become  so  powerful  that  they  are  able,  with  some  success,  to  oppose 
the  efforts  of  the  other  recognized  schools  in  endeavoring  to  secure  grad- 
uation requirements.  That  is  the  unfortunate  side  of  it.  These  university 
extension  courses  are  not  harmful  to  us,  I  believe,  if  conducted  with  proper 
discretion  in  the  way  of  degrees,  but  these  schools  which  advertise  that  they 
prepare  students  for  board  examination,  finally  succeed  in  enrolling  a  great 
many  young  men,  they,  of  course,  have  to  fight  for  their  existence  and  have 
to  fight  against  the  graduation  requirement.  We  have  had  some  rather 
lively  experiences  of  that  kind  and  that  is  why  I  feel  strongly  about  that. 

Mr.  Eberle:  I  believe  we  are  burdening  the  proceedings  with  mat- 
ter which  has  no  value  in  it  at  all.  We  may  have  our  own  views  along  the 
line  of  this  outside  extension.  As  for  myself  I  believe  that  extension  courses 
in  training  of  all  kinds  is  good  and  has  its  benefits.  I  do  not  believe  that 
pharmacy  can  be  taught  altogether  through  these  extension  courses,  but 
undoubtedly  they  have  a  good  influence  and  if  the  young  man  who  is 
unable  to  go  to  school  takes  advantage  of  a  short  course,  provided  it  is 
conducted  with  some  degree  of  efficiency,  I  believe  he  is  getting  some 
benefit  and  he  is  a  better  man  for  it,  and  if  he  is  not  able  to  go  to  school  I 
am  not  opposed  to  it.     We  all  have  our  views  along  this  line. 

President  Clark:  There  are  a  large  number  of  men  in  the  busi- 
ness today,  and  will  be  for  a  number  of  years,  who  secure  their  education  to 
pass  the  state  board  examinations  just  by  these  means. 

Mr.  Vanderkleed:  Passing  a  resolution  of  this  kind  would  only 
have  the  tendency  of  showing  a  certain  amount  of  weakness  on  the  part  of 
the  colleges  represented  by  this  Conference. 

It  would  be  so  interpreted  by  those  over  whom  we  have  no  control.  It 
would  be  set  down  as  an  evidence  of  selfishness,  perhaps,  on  our  part,  and 
that  would  be  the  motive  that  would  be  attributed  to  be  behind  this  motion. 
It  cannot  possibly  do  any  good  because  we  have  no  control  over  them.  It 
seems  to  me  it  is  a  question  to  be  regulated  in  the  end  only  by  the  passing 
of  prerequisite  laws,  and  as  these  prerequisite  laws  are  gradually  passed  by 
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these  various  states,  the  harmfulness  that  lies  in  the  correspondence  course 
and  the  harm  that  these  courses  do  will  be  obviated,  but  only  when  such 
a  time  comes  will  it  be  possible  to  accomplish  much,  and  anything  that  we 
do  here  will  simply  be  misinterpreted  to  our  own  disadvantage. 

President  Clark:  The  question  is  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  as  ^nally  read  by  Prof.  Schneider. 

The  question  was  called  for  and  on  being  put  the  chair  announced 
that  it  was  impossible  to  decide  from  the  ayes  and  noes. 

Mr.  Asher:  I  move  that  the  roll  be  called.  We  will  have  to  call 
the  roll,  then  each  coIIppp  is  pntiHpd  to  one  vote  on  that  subject. 

President  Clark:     Read  the  resolution  once  more. 

Mr.  Schneider:  Moved  that  this  Conference  go  on  record  as  dis- 
approving correspondence  courses  in  pharmacy  and  quiz  preparation  courses 
for  boards  of  pharmacy  examinations  conducted  by  any  teacher  connec*ed 
with  the  colleges  represented  m  this  Conference. 

That  does  not  affect  anybody  outside.  They  can  do  whatever  they 
want  to. 

Secretary  Johnson:  I  move  to  amend  that  by  putting  in  the 
words  "leading  to  a  degree." 

Mr.  SayrE:     I  would  second  that. 

Mr.  Koch:     Then  I  will  vote  for  it. 

President  Clark:  The  motion  has  been  put  on  the  resolution  and 
the  ayes  and  noes  have  been  given  once.  Amendments  cannot  be  sub- 
mitted now. 

Mr.  Bradley:     We  passed  a  motion  on  this  the  other  night. 

President  Clark:  The  motion  was  carried  the  other  night  that 
we  disapproved  giving  courses  in  anything  aside  from  the  regular  course. 
The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll  now. 

The  roll  call  follows: 

Albany  College  of  Pharmacy No. 

Baylor  University  School  of  Pharmacy No. 

Brooklyn    College   of    Pharmacy Yes. 

California  College  of   Pharmacy Yes. 

College  of  Pharmacy  of  the  City  of  New  York 

Mr.  Rusby:  If  you  will  allow  me  to  explain  mv  vote,  because  I 
previously  voted  yes.  on  this  I  am  going  to  vote  ro,  which  I  do  because  it 
does  not  contain  the  amendment  which  was  just  offered.  With  that  amend- 
ment I  would  vote  for  it.     I  vote  no. 

Mr.  Schneider:     That  was  covered  the  other  night. 

Mr.  Koch:     That  is  just  why  I  do  not  intend  to  vote  for  this. 

Mr.  Rusby  :  I  will  change  again,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this  is 
already  covered.     Therefore  I  will  vote  Yes. 

College  of  Pharmacy,  University  of  Minnesota Yes. 

George  Washington  University,  National  College  of 

Pharmacy     Yes. 
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Mr.  EberLE:  There  are  just  a  few  votes  in  the  negative  there,  w^ith 
the  explanation  of  Dr.  Rusby,  of  course,  it  means  leading  up  to  a  degree. 
I  am  certainly  in  favor  of  that.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  change  my  vote 
on  that. 

Mr.  Bradley:     We  do  not  know  what  we  are  voting  on. 

President  Clark:  On  the  resolution  just  presented.  Prof. 
Schneider  read  it  once  more. 

Mr.  Schneider:  Moved  that  this  Conference  go  on  record  as 
disapproving  of  correspondence  courses  in  pharmacy  and  quiz  preparation 
courses  for  boards  of  pharmacy  examinations  conducted  by  any  teacher 
connected  with  the  colleges  represented  in  this  Conference. 

Mr.    Bradley:.     Nothing    about    degrees? 

Mr.  Schneider:     Nothing  about  degrees. 

President  Clark:  Nothing  in  this  particular  resolution  about  the 
degrees  whatever. 

Mr.  Asher:     Anybody  outside  can  do  as  he  pleases. 

Mr.  Sayre:  Let  me  ask,  as  I  understand  it,  if  this  passes  the  school 
of  pharmacy  of  the  University  of  Kansas  would  have  to  resign,  would  it 
not? 

Mr.  Schneider:     Not  at  all,  absolutely  not  at  all. 

Mr.  Asher :     The  Conference  does  not  sanction  it. 

Mr.  Sayre:  When  you  do  not  sanction  a  thing,  of  course,  we  would 
not,  if  this  were  to  go  on  record,  want  to  do  a  thing  that  the  Conference 
would  not  sanction.  It  is  just  as  good  as  to  say  to  us  it  would  be  a  viola- 
lion  of  what  the  Conference  holds  to  be  the  correct  thing,  therefore,  I 
wanted  to  ask  this  question,  whether  supposing  the  school  of  pharmacy, 
represented  as  it  is  claimed  to  have  been  represented,  and  we  come  here 
with  the  understanding  that  the  extension  department  of  the  University  is 
not  represented  in  this  Conference,  would  we  be  violating  under  those  condi- 
tions the  stipulations. 

Mr.  Bradley:     You  would  if  you  gave  any  degrees. 

Mr.  5ayrE  :      I  will  have  to  vote  no. 

Massachusettts  College  of   Pharmacy No. 

Medico-Chirurgical  College  of  Pharmacy No. 

New  Orleans  College  of  Pharmacy Yes. 

Northwestern  University  School  of  Pharmacy No. 

Ohio  State  University  College  of  Pharmacy No. 

Philadelphia  College  of  Pharmacy No. 

Pittsburg  College  of   Pharmacy No. 

Purdue  University  College  of  Pharmacy Yes. 

St.  Louis  College  of  Pharmacy Yes. 

State  University  of  Iowa  College  of  Pharmacy Yes. 

University  of  Illinois  School  of  Pharmacy Yes. 

University  of  Kansas  School  of  Pharmacy No. 
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University  of  Michigan  School  of  Pharmacy Yes. 

University  of  Washington  College  of  Pharmacy No. 

Secretary  Johnson  :    Eleven  yes,  ten  noes. 

Mr.  Sayre:  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  ask  in  a  vote  of  this  kind  would 
it  not  be  well  to  secure  the  entire  vote  of  the  Conference?  It  seems  to  me 
it  is  a  very  important  question  and  I  should  like  to  get  the  voice  of  the  whole 
Conference  on  this. 

Mr.  Bradley:  I  do  not  believe  we  understand  what  we  are  acting 
upon.  We  are  all  opposed  to  a  proposition  of  this  kind  where  a  degree  is 
conferred,  but  there  is  nothing  in  this  with  reference  to  a  degree  whatever. 

Mr.  Schneider:  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  just  say  a  word?  If  we 
are  going  to  encourage  any  representative  of  this  Conference  to  conduct 
correspondence  courses  and  quiz  courses  and  things  of  that  sort  California 
is  going  to  resign.  What  is  the  use  of  fussing  around  here  if  we  are  going 
to  do  things  which  will  cheapen  us  constantly;  instead  of  making  progress, 
go  back. 

Mr.  Bradley:  What  are  you  going  to  do  with  the  the  extension 
courses  ol  the  universities? 

Mr.  Schneider:  Let  the  universities  conduct  them,  don't  fool  with 
them,  let  them  alone.  For  instance,  the  Northwestern  did  give  a  correspond- 
ence course,  but  I  do  not  know  whether  the  pharmacy  department  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  it  or  not. 

Mr.  Sayre:     How  about  the  California  College? 

Mr.  Schneider:  If  the  California  College  gave  a  correspondence 
course  in  pharmacy  I  certainly  would  refuse  to  have  anything  to  do  with  it. 

Mr.  Patterson:  The  Northwestern  formerly  gave  a  home  study 
course  before  the  word  "extension"  came  into  use.  The  course  was  dis- 
continued about  1  895  or  1  896.  We  are  not  in  favor  of  this  resolution  if 
it  mears  that  universities  are  not  allowed  to  conduct  university  extension 
courses.  If  these  courses  are  to  be  offered,  including  pharmacy,  naturally 
they  would  have  to  be  given,  if  successfully  given,  at  least,  by  pharmacy 
teachers,  and  the  universities  can  only  rely  upon  the  members  of  its  own 
faculty.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Northwestern  University  contemplates 
giving  university  extension  courses,  I  never  heard  anything  of  the  kind.  I 
think  we  have  here  really  two  questions,  one  is,  work  of  this  character  which 
is  what  everyone  can  endorse,  university  extension  work,  which  has  a  definite 
aim  and  is  of  value,  distinct  from  such  quiz  courses  as  at  least  we  in  Chi- 
cago know  about,  that  are  mainly  for  the  financial  benefit  of  those  who  con- 
duct them.  They  are  nothing  more  than  quiz  courses  that  embrace  consider- 
ation of  state  board  questions.  There  is  nothing  beyond  that.  It  does  not 
carry  with  it  the  element  of  education  in  pharmacy.  If  it  is  a  question  of 
recommending  to  the  members  of  our  Conference  that  they  refrain  from 
conducting  such  courses,  then  I  would  be  in  favor  of  voting  for  it.  If  we  can 
make  a  distinction  between  these  two  elements  of  that  proposition  we  would 
reach  some  conclusion  wherein  we  would  know  just  where  we  stand. 
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Mr.  RuSBY:  I  move  you,  sir,  it  be  understood  that  this  resolution 
applies  only  to  the  kind  of  work  in  which  degrees  are  conferred. 

Mr.  SayRE:     I  second  the  motion. 

President  Clark:  The  vote  has  been  taken  on  the  motion  just  as 
it  stands.     I  see  no  way 

Mr.  Rusby  :     A  new  motion  is  in  order. 

President  Clark:     This  motion  has  not  been  declared  carried  yet. 

Mr.  Rusby  :     I  understood  you  had  declared  it. 

President  Clark:  No,  sir;  there  was  some  discussion.  I  was 
waiting  to  see  whether  from  the  discussion  that  was  going  on  the  vote  would 
be  changed. 

Mr.  Anderson  :  I  suppose  on  a  point  of  order  the  chair  should 
decide  this  question  on  the  vote. 

President  Clark:  The  motion  is  carried  then.  I  was  consulting 
the  By-Laws.     The  motion  is  carried. 

Mr.  Rusby  :  I  now  make  a  motion,  because  I  think  what  was  done 
last  evening  is  nullified  by  this.  This  is  something  subsequent  and,  as  it 
stands  now,  if  a  professor  in  one  of  these  schools  happens  to  be  an  editor 
and  he  conducts  a  series  of  articles  in  his  paper  of  an  educational  nature, 
this  debars  him  from  doing  that.     I  think  it  is  entirely  improper. 

Mr.  Schneider:     I  tender  my  resignation  now. 

Mr.  Koch:     That  is  why  we  voted  against  it. 

Mr.  Rusby:  I  offer  my  motion  that  this  resolution  applies  only  to 
such  teaching  as  is  accompanied  by  the  conferring  of  degrees. 

President  Clark  :  That  point  was  covered  the  other  night.  There 
is  nothing  in  this  about  degrees,  and  if  we  approve  this  motion,  which  we 
have  done,  then  we  disapprove  of  all  sorts  of  correspondence  courses  under 
any  circumstances  whatever,  as  I  understand  it. 

Mr.  Asher:  Dr.  Rusby  evidently  misunderstands  the  purport  of 
this  motion,  the  resolution  passed.  He  speaks  about  editors  giving  a  course 
of  pharmacy.  We  have  for  instance  Prof.  Eberle,  he  is  conducting  a 
series  of  articles  on  pharmacy  in  his  journal  that  are  certainly  approved  by 
everybody.  He,  however,  does  not  give  a  set  of  questions  and  answer  those 
questions.  He  gives  you  the  substance  and  the  answers,  in  other  words  he 
has  reading  matter  just  the  same  as  one  would  take  up  a  book  and  study 
the  book  on  those  subjects.  That  was  not  the  intent  of  the  motion.  The 
motion  as  made  by  Prof.  Schneider,  and  amended  by  me,  tias  for  its  object 
when  we  speak  of  a  quiz  course  or  correspondence  course,  it  is  what  some 
people  send  out  and  is  entirely  different  from  what  Prof  Eberle  is  doing. 

Mr.  Sayre:  The  point  of  this  motion,  it  seems  to  me,  is  not  quite 
understood  by  the  last  speaker,  Mr.  Asher.  As  you  remember,  some  years 
ago  when  Prof.  Remington  himself.  Dr.  Rusby,  Prof.  Kremers  and  some 
others  conducted  a  quiz  course  in  the  Pharmaceutical  Era 

Mr.  Rusby  :     I  never  had  anything  to  do  with  that. 

Mr.  Remington:    Nor  I  either. 
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Mr.  SayRE:     Prof.  Remington  did. 

Mr.  Remington:    No. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  You  will  recognize  the  fact  and  agree  with  me  that  Dr. 
Rice  and  others  contributed  to  a  quiz  course  for  the  Pharmaceutical  Era. 
There  was  nothing  said  about  that  at  the  time.  I  have  been  told  that  that, 
merely  by  stimulating  the  study  of  pharmacy,  sent  more  students  to  the 
schools  than  almost  anything  that  has  been  done.  Persons  who  took  that 
course  have  been  to  the  university  and  said  to  me  that  some  of  them  had 
passed  that  course  and  it  had  stimulated  them  to  go  to  college.  It  seems 
to  me  if  you  pass  this  motion  you  are  going  to  debar  members  of  this  Con- 
ference from  something  which  they  have  heretofore  done  with  regard  to 
contributions  to  courses  of  that  kind.  And  I  must  say  so  far  as  the  univer- 
sity is  concerned  I  consider  that  the  extension  people  will  require  that  we 
resign,  under  the  circumstances,  because  we  cannot  continue  that  extension 
course,  and  I  know  that  this  course  has  been  approved  by  the  board  of 
regents.  The  only  mistake  that  has  been  made  is  in  the  offering  of  a  degree, 
and  then,  of  course,  we  will  abide  by  what  has  been  decided  by  the  Con- 
ference in  that  particular.  I  wish  this  motion  could  be  reconsidered,  I  wish 
that  we  could  take  one  year  for  the  consideration  of  this,  and  I  should  like 
next  year  to  promise  you  that  I  will  have  time  to  put  the  matter  before  the 
board  of  regents  and  would,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  do  the  very  best  I 
could  to  retain  our  membership  m  this  Conference,  and,  furthermore,  I 
think  that  we  are  acting  hastily.  I  do  wish  that  you  would  allow  an 
extension  man  to  come  here  and  show  you  the  good  of  these  extension  courses. 
They  are  not  a  hindrance  to  pharmacy,  they  are  helping  pharmacy  in  every 
particular.  They  are  sending  students  to  schools  and  they  are  helping  to 
build  up  your  institutions,  not  particularly  one  institution,  but  sending  stu- 
dents all  over  the  country.  Instead  of  depriving  the  students  of  educational 
work  they  are  helping  them  and  also  helping  the  college. 

Mr.  Whelpley:     Mr.  President 

President  Clark:  Just  a  moment.  It  just  occurs  to  me  that  the 
other  night  we  disapproved  of  the  courses  given  by  any  institution  connected 
with  the  Conference  which  led  to  a  degree.  We  disapprove  of  such  courses 
now.  It  seems  to  me  if  we  adopt  this  resolution  we  are  doing  away  with 
that  and  we  are  disapproving  of  all  courses  given  by  this  means,  correspond- 
ence or  otherwise. 

Mr.  Rusby:     Have  you  ruled  my  motion  out  of  order. 

President  Clark:    Your  motion  has  not  been  seconded. 

Mr.  Sayre:     I  second  it. 

Mr.  Whelpley:     I  make  the  point  of  order  that  it  is  out  of  order. 

President  Clark:    This  motion  has  carried ■ 

Mr.  Whelpley:  The  motion  is  to  interpret  this  motion  that  has 
already  passed. 

Mr.  Sayre  :  I  object  to  railroading  things  through.  We  want  to 
have  done  here  what  the  Conference  wants,  and  this  seems  to  me  like  rail- 
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reading  that  motion.     If  persons  want  to  change  their  minds  let  them  do  it. 

Mr.  RusbY:     I  move  a  reconsideration  then. 

Mr.  Sayre:  I  second  that.  I  want  to  change  my  vote.  I  voted 
for  this  motion  under  a  misapprehension,  and  I  move  a  reconsideration. 

Mr.  Anderson  :     I  would  like  to  support  Prof.  Rusby's  motion. 

Mr.  WheLPLEY:     I  was  on  my  feet  to  make  such  a  motion. 

Mr.  Rusby:      I  beg  your  pardon. 

Mr.  Anderson  :  I  am  very  glad  to  have  heard  this  discussion  and 
see  the  line  of  it.  It  is  an  argument  in  favor  of  the  position  that  I  have 
taken  that  we  are  running  away  with  ourselves  in  high  requirements,  lauding 
ourselves  and  condemning  those  who  are  not  with  us. 

President  Clark:  A  motion  to  reconsider  has  been  made  and 
seconded. 

The  motion  was  here  put  and  carried. 

Mr.  Anderson:  I  would  like  to  move  that  the  matter  be  laid  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  Asher:     I  second  the  motion. 

President  Clark:     There  is  no  argument  on  such  a  motion. 

The  question  was  here  called  for,  and  on  being  put  carried. 

Mr.  Schneider:  I  have  an  extremely  mild  proposition  that  I  would 
like  to  submit,  which  I  think  I  mentioned  the  other  evening,  but  it  was  not 
put  to  a  vote,  that  the  chair  appoint  a  committee  of  three.  I  will  explain 
what  I  am  trying  to  get  at.  This  committee  should  formulate  and  outline  a 
model  curriculum  of  studies  for  a  model  college  of  pharmacy,  to  be  pre- 
sented for  consideration  with  other  matters  at  the  next  meeting.  I  want 
this  committee  to  get  busy  and  help  the  committee  on  syllabus.  It  will 
amount  to  that.  The  syllabus  is  rather  a  cumbersome  affair  and  I  doubt 
whether  there  are  very  many  who  really  could  make  a  practical  application 
of  it.  I  would  like  to  have  that  done  to  see  what  it  would  look  like  when 
we  get  together  on  the  discussion  of  a  curriculum  of  studies. 

President  Clark:  The  present  committee  on  syllabus  would — 
is  that  seconded? 

Mr.  Schneider:     I  object  to  that. 

President  Clark:     Do  I  hear  a  second? 

Mr.  CasparI:     I  second  it,  to  bring  it  up  for  discussion. 

Mr.  Bradley:  I  am  not  now  a  member  of  the  syllabus  committee 
although  I  was  for  several  years.  It  seems  to  me  this  motion  directly  sup- 
plants, takes  the  place  of,  some  of  the  work  of  the  syllabus  committee. 
We  have  seven  members  in  the  twenty-one  making  up  the  whole  committee, 
if  they  are  doing  their  duty  no  such  motion  as  this  is  necessary.  I  move  it 
be  tabled. 

A  Member:     It  cannot  be  tabled  because  it  is  seconded. 

President  Clark:  It  has  been  moved  and  seconded  that  this 
motion  be  tabled. 

The  motion  was  here  put  and  carried. 

S4 


Mr.  Schneider:  Just  a  few  words.  It  is  on  the  table,  but  I 
wish  to  state  the  motives,  which  some  seem  to  misconstrue.  We  have 
already  the  results  of  the  work  of  the  syllabus  committee.  We  have  all 
seen  copies  of  it. 

Mr.  Anderson:  A  point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  there  any- 
thing before  the  house? 

President  Clark:  Nothing.  The  point  is  well  taken.  There 
is  nothing  before  the  house  at  all  at  present. 

Mr.  Koch  :     I  move  we  go  into  executive  session. 

President  Clark:  It  has  been  moved  and  seconded  that  we  go 
into  executive  session. 

The  motion  was  carried. 

President  Clark:  To  consider  the  applications  of  several  col- 
leges who  wish  to  become  members  of  the  Conference.  In  this  session 
only  those  who  are  accredited  delegates  may  retain  their  seats. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

The  time  of  the  executive  session  was  taken  in  the  discussion  of  cer- 
tain matters  pertaining  to  the  welfare  of  the  Conference  and  the  election  of 
new  members. 

The  following  colleges  were  elected  to  membership  in  the  Conference: 
Highland  Park  College  of  Pharmacy  and  Chemistry  of  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Meharry  Pharmaceutical  College,  Walden  University,  of  Nashville,  Tenn. 
State  College  of  Washington,  Department  of  Pharmacy,  Pullman,  Wash. 

No  further  business  appearing  the  Conference  adjourned  sine  die. 
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Constitution 


Article  1.  This  body  shall  be  known  as  the  American  Conference  of 
Pharmaceutical    Faculties. 

Article  2.  The  object  of  this  Conference  shall  be  to  promote  the  in- 
terests of  pharmaceutical  education. 

Article  3.  This  Conference  shall  consist  of  tlie  Pharmaceutical  Facul- 
ties represented  by  delegates  at  the  meeting  held  at  Richmond,  Va.,  in 
May,  1900,  and  of  such  other  faculties  as  shall  hereafter  be  elected  to  mem- 
bership. Provided,  however,  that  tlie  membership  of  tlie  faculties  repre- 
sented at  the  meeting  of  1900  shall  be  subject  to  ratification  at  the  meeting 
of  1901  by  the  same  vote  as  is  required  for  the  election  of  new  members. 

Article  4.  Pharmaceutical  Faculties  not  members  may,  after  recom- 
mendation of  the  Eexecutive  Committee,  be  elected  to  membership  by  a 
vote   of  two-thirds  of  the   members   of  the   Conference. 

If  a  majority  of  the  members  present  at  any  meeting  of  the  Conference 
shall  vote  in  favor  of  a  candidate's  admission,  but  the  aflJirmative  votes 
shall  number  not  less  than  two-thirds  of  the  total  membership,  the  votes 
of    members    not    represented    at    said    meeting    shall    be    taken    by   mail. 

Article  5.  Each  faculty  shall  be  entitled  to  one  vote  in  the  proceed- 
ings of  this  Conference,  but  all  the  properly  accredited  delegates  of  any 
faculty   shall   have    the    right   to    engage    in   debate   upon   any    question. 

Article  6.  Representatives  from  ten  of  the  faculties  who  are  members 
of  this   Conference   shall   be   necessary   to   constitute  a   quorum. 

Article  7.  The  officers  of  the  Conference  shall  consist  of  a  President, 
Vice-President  and  a  Secretary-Treasurer,  all  of  whom  shall  be  elected  by 
ballot,  and  shall  hold  their  respective  offices  fSr  one  year  and  until  their 
successors    are    elected    and    qualified. 

The  President,  or  in  his  absence  the  Vice-President,  shall  preside  at 
all  meetings  of  the  Conference  shall  present  an  annual  address,  shall  appoint 
committees  and  shall  perform  such  other  duties  as  pertain  to  the  office 
of  President. 

Article  8.  The  Executive  Committee  shall  consist  of  the  President  and 
Secretary-Treasurer  as  ex-offlcio  members  and  five  legally  accredited  del- 
egates elected  by  ballot.  At  the  first  election  three  members  of  the 
Executive  Committee  shall  be  elected  to  serve  for  one  year  and  two  for 
two  years.  At  all  subsequent  elections  members  of  the  Committee  shall 
be  elected  to  serve  for  two  years.  The  Chairman  of  the  Executive  Com- 
mittee shall  be  designated  by  the  ballot  of  the  Conference,  and  shall  hold 
office  for  one  year. 

Article  9.  The  Conference  shall  hold  one  meeting  annually  at  the  same 
place  and  coincident  with  the  annual  meeting  of  the  American  Pharma- 
ceutical Association,  the  time  to  be  arranged  by  the  Executive  Committee 
of  tliis  Conference,  after  consultation  with  the  council  of  the  said  Associa- 
tion. 

Article  10.  Any  question  or  business  may  be  submitted  through  the 
Executive  Committee  to  a  vote  of  the  Conference  by  mail  during  the  in- 
terim   between    meetings. 

Article  11.  Any  proposition  to  alter  or  amend  this  constitution  shall 
be  submitted  in  writing  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Executive  Committee  not 
later  than  forty  days  prior  to  the  annual  meeting  of  the  Conference  and 
a  copy  of  such  proposed  alteration  or  amendment  shall  be  mailed  by  the 
Chairman  to  each  member  of  the  Conference  not  later  than  thirty  days 
prior  to  the  said  annual  meeting.  Such  alteration  or  amendment  shall, 
upon  receiving  a  two-thirds  vote  of  the  membership,  become  a  part  of 
this    constitution. 

Should  such  amendment  receive  the  affirmative  vote  of  a  majority  of 
the  members  represented  at  any  meeting,  but  less  than  two-thirds  of  the 
total  membership,  the  votes  of  the  members  not  represented  at  said  meet- 
ing may  be  taken  by  mail. 
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By-Laws 


1.  The  Executive  Committee  shall  make  all  necessary  arrangements 
for  the  annual  meeting  of  the  Conference,  and  shall,  not  later  than  thirty 
days  prior  to  the  date  thereof,  mail  to  each  member  a  written  program  of 
the  papers  to  be  presented  and  of  the  subjects  proposed  for  discussion  at 
such    meeting. 

It  shall  also  be  the  duty  of  the  Executive  Committee  to  investigate 
the  educational  facilities  of  all  Schools  of  Pharmacy  in  the  United  States; 
such  investigation  to  include  the  collection  and  tabulation  of  data  concern- 
ing the  entrance  requirement,  curriculum  and  the  qualifications  of  the 
teaching    force    of    each    school. 

It  shall  furthermore  be  the  duty  of  the  Executive  Committee  to  sub- 
mit annually,  to  the  Conference,  a  list  of  all  schools  of  Pharmacy  in  the 
United  States,  which,  based  on  the  above  investigation,  appear  eligible  for 
membership. 

If,  from  investigation  of  the  Executive  Committee,  it  appears  that  any 
institution  represented  in  the  Conference  does  not  comply  with  the  re- 
quirement for  membership  in  the  Conference,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
Executive  Committee  to  submit  to  such  institution  its  findings,  at  least 
ninety  days  previous  to  the  annual  meeting,  and  it  shall  report  the  same 
to    the    Conference    at    the    annual    meeting. 

The  credentials  of  delegates  shall  be  examined  by  the  Executive  Com- 
mittee previous   to   the  meeting  of   the   Conference. 

The  program  submitted  by  the  Executive  Committee  shall  be  subject 
to    the    approval    of    the   Conference. 

2.  The  Committee  on  Pharmaceutical  Syllabus  shall  consist  of  seven 
members  elected  by  ballot,  as  follows:  One  member  shall  be  elected  for 
seven  years,  one  for  six,  five,  four,  three,  two  and  one  vears.  respectively; 
each  vacancy  occurring  from  the  expiration  of  term  shall  be  filled  for  a 
term  of  seven  years;  other  vacancies  shall  be  filled  at  the  annual  meetings 
of  the  association  for  the  unexpired  terms.  This  committee  shall  be  mem- 
bers of  the  National  Committee  on  Pharmaceutical  Syllabus  and  shall  re- 
port to  the  Conference  annually,  or  as  occasion  demands. 

The  proportionate  share  of  current  expenses,  not  to  exceed  twenty-five 
dollars  per  annum,  of  the  National  Committee  on  Pliarmaceutical  Syllabus 
shall    be    paid    by    the    Treasurer    on    warrant    of    the    President. 

^.  The  faculties  holding  membership  in  this  Conference  shall  pay  an 
initiation  fee  of  $60.00  and  an  annual  fee  of  $10.00.  No  faculty  shall  be 
considered  to  be  in  good  standing  or  entitled  to  vote  unless  all  dues  are 
paid. 

4.  All  disbursements  of  money  shall  be  upon  the  written  order  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  Executive,  Committee,  and  an  itemized  account  of  all  re- 
ceipts and  disbursements  shall  be  presented  at  each  annual  meeting  of  the 
Conference. 

5.  Upon  receipt  of  an  application  from  any  faculty  to  be  admitted  to 
membership  in  this  Conference,  the  Executive  Committee  shall  submit  to 
such  faculty  a  schedule  of  questions  touching  the  qualifications  of  the 
school  or  college  and  shall  report  the  result  of  its  investigations,  with 
recommendations    to    the    next    succeeding    meeting    of    the    Conference. 

6.  All  proceedings  and  discussions  as  to  the  standing  and  qualifica- 
tions of  schools  and  colleges,  or  of  the  eligibility  of  faculties  to  member- 
ship in   this   Conference,   shall   be  conducted   in   executive   session. 

7.  ^ualifieationR  for  AdmiNnion  to  and  Mtembership  in  tbe  American 
Conference   of   Pharmaceutical    Faciiltieti. 

(1)  The  institution  shall  be  incorporated  as  a  college  or  school  of 
pharmacy,  or  be  a  department  of  a  regularly  incorporated  state  educational 
institution,  or  a  department  of  a  State  University,  or  conducted  by  an  in- 
corporated pharmaceutical  society. 

(2)  The  school  or  college  shall  have  been  in  continuous  operation  in 
America  for  at  least  five  years  prior  to  the  date  of  application  for  mem- 
bership in  the  Conference. 

(3)  The  institution  shall  include  in  its  course  of  instruction  oral  lec- 
tures, personal  laboratory  work,  recitations  and  reviews.  This  shall  ex- 
clude  work   In   absentia. 

(4)  The  institution  shall  require  of  each  candidate  for  graduation  not 
less  than  1,200  hours  of  Instruction,  of  which  at  least  500  hours  shall  consist 
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of  lectures  and  recitations.  Such  work  to  be  given  in  a  period  of  not  less 
tlian  fifty  weeks,  occupying  two  full  years,  and  at  least  two  months  should 
elapse    between    these    two    years. 

(5)  The  requirements  for  admission  of  students  to  the  school  or  col- 
lege as  candidates  for  any  degree   shall   be: 

First — A  minimum  age  of  seventeen  years,  except  when  the 
candidate  is  a  graduate  of  an  accredited  high  school  or  of  an  in- 
stitution of  equal  grade,  in  which  case  no  age  limit  shall  be  de- 
manded. 

Second — Evidence  of  the  satisfactory  completion  of  education 
beyond  the  eighth  grade  equivalent  to  15  counts  shall  be  required 
of  each  student.  A  count  shall  consist  of  one  hour  instruction  per 
week  for  a  school  year  of  36  weeks.  These  counts  to  be  dis- 
tributed among  the  following  subjects: 

English  at  least  4  counts  required.  The  remaining  counts  to 
be  distributed  among  tlie  following  subjects,  language  other  than 
English,  algebra,  science,  general  liistory,  commercial  geography, 
bookkeeping. 

Applications   for   Meniltershlp 

(1)  Applicants  for  admission  shall  furnish  a  statement  of  qualifica- 
tions of  the  members  of  the  faculty,  and  of  the  equipment  of  the  insti- 
tution. 

(2)  The  application  for  membership  in  the  Conference  shall  be  signed 
by  the  dean  of  the  faculty  and  tlie  president  of  the  school,  both  of  whom 
shall  make  affidavit  to  the  same,  and  It  shall  bear  the  seal  of  the  insti- 
tution. 

(3)  If  the  information  furnished  by  the  applicant  shall  not  be  re- 
garded as  suflficient,  the  Chairman  of  the  Executive  Committee  shall,  at  the 
request  of  the  applicant,  appoint  a  Committee  on  Visitation,  consisting  of 
three  representatives  of  the  Conference,  who  shall  visit  the  institution 
during  a  regular  session  at  the  expense  of  such  institution  and  report 
their  findings   to   the   Cliairman  of   the    Executive   Committee. 

8.  Order    of    Business. 

1.  Roll  call. 

2.  President's   address. 

3.  Report    of    Secretary. 

4.  Report  of   Treasurer. 

5.  Reports   of   standing   committees. 

6.  Reports    of    special    committees. 

7.  Election    of   new    members. 

8.  Unfinished   busines.s 

9.  Miscellaneous. 

10.  Election    of   officers   and    members   of   the   Executive    Committee. 

11.  New    business. 

12.  Adjournment. 

9.  Any  institution  belonging  to  the  Conference  may  have  charges 
brought  against  it  for  failure  to  comply  in  a  satisfactory  manner  with 
the  "Qualifications  for  Admission  to  and  Membership  in  the  American  Con- 
ference of  Pharmaceutical  Faculties."  Such  charges  must  be  made  in  writ- 
ing and  filed  witli  the  Chairman  of  tlie  Executive  Committee  at  least  ninety 
days  previous  to  an  annual  meeting  of  tlie  Conference.  Immediately  after 
the  filing  of  cliarges  the  Chairman  of  the  Executive  Committee  shall  fur- 
nish the  institution  against  which  the  charges  are  made,  and  also  each 
members  of  tlie  Executive  Committee,  a  copy  of  the  charges.  Tlie  institu- 
tion against  which  the  charges  have  been  preferred  shall  be  given  a 
hearing  at  the  time  of  the  annual  meeting  of  the  Conference.  The  evi- 
dence presented  to  the  Executive  Committe  and  their  conclusions  upon  the 
same  shall  be  presented  to  the  Conference  for  final  consideration.  If  the 
charges  shall  be  sustained  by  a  two-thirds  vote  of  the  members  of  the  Con- 
ference, said  institution  shall  be  reprimanded,  fined,  suspended  from  the 
privileges  of  membership,  or  expelled  from  membership,  as  may  be  detr- 
mined  by  a  two-tliirds  vote  of  the  Conference;  but  no  fine  shall  be  for  a 
greater  amount  tlian  $50.00,  nor  shall  suspenion  from  membership  be  for 
a  longer  period  than  one  year  from  the  date  of  such  sentence. 

10.  Any  institution  holding  membership  in  the  Conference  shall  liave 
the  riglit  of  withdrawal  by  giving  written  notification  to  the  -Secretary  of 
the  Conference  at  an  annual  meeting  and  the  paying  of  all  dues  which 
such  institution  may  be  owing  to  the  Conference. 
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11.  These  by-laws  may  be  altered,  added  to,  or  suspended  at  any  reg- 
ular meeting  by  a  two-thirds  vote  of  the  members  represented  at  such 
meeting. 

The  statement  required  of  any  candidate  for  admission  to  the  Confer- 
ence must  be  made  in  accordance  with  the  following  numbered  heads.  All 
answers  should   be  direct  and   clear. 

By  order  of  the  Conference,  the  Executive  Committee  is  required  to 
verify  the  statements  made,  if  in  its  judgment  necessary,  or  it  mav 
ask    for    furthr    information. 

1.  Name   or   title   by  which   the   school   or  college   is   commonly   known. 

2.  Location. 

3.  Date  of  organization. 

4.  Is  the  above  named  school  or  college  Itself  a  degree-conferring 
institution?.  If  not,  what  is  the  name  or  title  of  the  institution  conferring 
degrees  and  what  relation  does  the  school  sustain  to  the  degree-conferring 
body? 

5.  Is  the  school  or  college  governed  by  a  board  of  trustees,  directors 
or  regents,  or  by  what  other  governing  body  is  it  managed?  By  whom  and 
for  what  reason  are  the  members  of  the  governing  body  elected  or 
appointed? 

6.  In  what  person  or  persons  does  the  paramount  executive  authority 
of  conducting  the  institution  rest? 

7.  Is  the  institution  as  a  whole  or  any  material  part  of  its  equipment 
the  individual  property  in  whole  or  in  part  of  any  person  or  persons  exer- 
cising executive  authority  in  its  conduct?  Or,  is  it  owned  by  a  firm  or 
stock  company,   or  partnership  concern? 

8.  Is  any  pecuniary  profit  derived  by  the  owner  or  owners  or  the 
managers   from   the   operation   of   the   institution? 

9.  State  as  nearly  as  possible  the  total  value  of  grounds,  buildings 
and  equipment  exclusively  devoted  to  pharmaceutical  instruction. 

10.  If  the  school  does  not  own  grounds  or  buildings,  what  is  the  actual 
value  of  furniture,  fixtures,  apparatus,  materials,  books  and  museum  used 
for   pharmaceutical    courses? 

11.  Enumerate  the  several  different  laboratories  at  the  disposal  of  the 
school  or  college  and  state  for  what  purpose  each  is  used. 

12.  For  how  manv  hours  each  week,  between  8  A.  M.  and  6  P.  M..  is 
each  of  these  laboratories  at  the  disposal  of  the  school  of  pharmacy  for  the 
use  of  its  students? 

13.  How  is  the  school  supported?  Are  all  the  expenses  of  the  school 
paid  mainly  or  exclusively  out  of  the  actual  Income  from  the  tuition  and 
other  fees  or  charges  paid  by  the  students,  or  is  it  supported  to  a  material 
extent  by  endowment  or  appropriations? 

14.  State  the  number  of  professors  giving  Instruction  to  pharma- 
ceutical students  in  the  subjects  belonging  to  the  obligatory  curriculum. 

15.  Give   the   number   of  assistants   similarly   employed. 

16.  By  whom  are  the  professors  and  other  members  of  the  teaching 
staff  appointed  or  employed? 

17.  Give  the  name,  age,  academic  history,  college  degrees,  and  also 
briefly  the  professional  career  or  service  of  each  of  the  professors. 

18.  Are  the  teachers,  or  any  one  of  them,  individual  owners,  in  whole 
or  in  part,  of  the  institution's  stock  or  equipment? 

19.  How  many  students  were  in  actual  attendance  during  the  twelve 
months  immediately  preceding  the  date  of  this  report  and  what  was  the 
largest  number  in  concurrent  attendance  during  any  part  of  that  twelve 
months? 

20.  Give  the  regular  date  or  dates  upon  which  students  may  enter  the 
course  of  study. 

21.  What  are  the  entrance  requirements  prescribed  and  enforced? 

22.  State  briefly  what  studies  are  embraced  in  the  obligatory  cur- 
riculum. 

23.  "Which  of  these  subjects  must  be  completed  in  the  first  term  or 
semester,  or  before  the  work  of  the  second  term  or  semester  can  be 
taken  up? 

24.  What  is  the  length  in  weeks  of  each  term  or  semester? 
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25.  How  many  terms  are   given  annually? 

26.  How  many  such  terms  are  required  for  each  degree  given? 

27.  "What  is  the  total  number  of  lecture  hours  w^hich  each  student 
is  obliged  to  attend  during  each  term  or  semester?  State  the  number  of 
hours  devoted  to  each  subject. 

28.  State  the  number  of  hours  in  the  laboratories  which  each  student 
is  obliged  to  attend  each  term  or  semester.  How  many  hours  are  devoted 
to  each  subject? 

29.  Can  any  portion  of  the  obligatory  course  be  taken  without  resident 
attendance,  and  if  so,  what  portion  or  portions,  and  in  what  manner? 

30.  Is  any  student  exempt  from  any  portion  of  the  work  embraced  in 
the  curriculum  of  the  laboratory  work?  If  so,  in  what  manner  and  on  what 
conditions  is  such  exemption  granted? 

31.  Is  any  of  the  obligatory  instruction  given  at  night,  and  if  so, 
how  much  of  it? 

32.  What  degrees  in  pharmacy  are  conferred  and  what  are  the  specific 
requirements  for  each  degree? 

33.  Is  the  vote  of  the  majority  of  the  faculty  required  in  every 
instance   before  a  degree  is  conferred  by  this  institution? 

34.  What  was  the  number  of  graduates  included  in  the  last  graduating 
class? 

35.  What  is  the  annual  date  of  graduation? 
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Institutions  Holding  Membership  in  the  American 
Conference  of  Pharmaceutical  Faculties 

Alabama  Polytechnic  Institute,  Dept.  of  Pharmacy Auburn,  Ala. 

Albany  College  of  Pharmacy,  Dept.  of  Union  University Albany,  N.   Y. 

Baylor  University  School   of  Pharmacy Dallas,   Tex. 

Brooklyn  School  of  Pharmacy ; Brooklyn,  N.   Y. 

Buffalo  College  of  Pharmacy,  Dept  of  Pharmacy,  University  of  Buffalo 

Buffalo,    N.    Y. 

California    College     of    Pharmacy,    Dept.     of    University    of    California 

San    Francisco,    Cal. 

Cleveland    School    of    Pharmacy,    Dept.    of    Pharmacy,    Western    Reserve 

University Cleveland,    Ohio 

College  of  Pharmacy  of  the  City  of  New  York,  Dept.  of  Columbia  Uni- 
versity   New    York,    N.    Y. 

College  of  Pharmacy  of  the  University  of  Minnesota.  ..  .Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Department    of    Pharmacy,    University    of    Maryland    (Maryland    College 

of    Pharmacy) Baltimore,    Md. 

George      Washington      University      National      College      of      Pharmacy, 

Washington    D.    C. 

Highland  Park  College  of  Pliarmacy  and  Chemistry Des  Moines,   Iowa 

Louisville    College    of    Pharmacy Louisville,    Ky. 

Massachusetts    College    of    Pharmacy Boston,    Mass. 

Medico-Chirurgical    College,    Dept.    of    Pharmacy Philadelphia,    Pa. 

Meharry   Pharmaceutical    College,    Walden   University Nashville,    Tenn. 

New    Orleans    College    of    Pharmacy New    Orleans,    La. 

Northwestern   University   School    of   Pharmacy Chicago,    111. 

Notre   Dame  University,  Dept  of  Pharmacy Notre   Dame,  Ind. 

Ohio    State   University,   College    of   Pharmacy Columbus,    Ohio 

Philadelphia    College    of    Pharmacy Pliiladelphia,    Pa. 

Pittsburg     College     of     Pharmacy,    Dept.    of     University    of    Pittsburg 

Pittsburg,    Pa. 

Purdue  University,  School  of  Pharmacy Lafayette,   Ind. 

South    Dakota    State    College    of    Agriculture    and    Mechanic    Arts,    Dept. 

of    Pharmacy Brookins,    S.    D. 

St.  Louis  College  of  Pharmacy St.  Louis,  Mo. 

State   College   of  Washington,   Dept.   of   Pharmacy Pullman,  Wash. 

State  University  of  Iowa,  College  of  Pharmacy Iowa  City,  la. 

University   College    of   Medicine,    Dept.    of    Pharmacy Richmond,   Va. 

University  of  Illinois  School  of  Pharmacy Chicago,  111. 

University  of  Kansas  School  of  Pharmacy Lawrence,   Kan. 

University  of  Michigan  School   of  Pharmacy Ann   Arbor,   Mich. 

University  of  Oklahoma  School   of  Pharmacy Norman,   Okla. 

University   of    Washington    College    of    Pharmacy Seattle,    Wash. 

University  of  Wisconsin   Course   in   Pharmacy Madison,   Wis. 

Vanderbllt    University,    Dept.    of    Pharmacy Nasliville,    Tenn. 
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